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Digests of Recent Opinions 


DISTRAINT — LANDLORD AND | ing actual notice of the distraint 
TENANT — Oral notice of a/ prior to removal, proceeded-nev- 
distraint is sufficient to impose | ertheless to remove the distrain- 
liability for treble damages un-|ed property from the tenant’s 
der N.J.S. 2A:33-16. | apartment, it thereby committed 

_Where moving company having | a pound breach under the provi- 
actual notice of a distraint prior | Sions of N.J.S. 2A:33-16. 
to removal, nevertheless re-| Affirmed. 


moves the distrained property i ’ 
Court May Force Wife 


from the tenant’s apartment, it | 
commits a pound breach under To Testify Against 





N.J.S. 2A:33-16. | 
gested from an opinion by | Husband 
1an, J.A.D., rendered June} WASHINGTON (ACCN) — Al 





Appellate Div. Colfax v.|_. ‘ 
Appe = * | wife may be compelled to testify 


For respondent Sinan, | — ges ig ses a % is 
é re . g,| charged with having taken her 
roe Jay igen Chusthader & | across state lines for purposes of 
Lustbacer, resale | prostitution, the Supreme Court 
Defendant appeals from a judg-| helq in a 6-3 vote decision adding 
ment in favor of plaintiff for| an exception to the general rule 
$248.40 |barring testimony of a spouse 
Plaintiff landlord sued for tre-| against a criminal defendant. 
ne damages pursuant to NJS.| Justice John Marshall 
24:33-16 alleging defendant mov-| wrote the majority opinion which 
ig van company had removed] ya; concurred in by Justices Fe- 
the property of a tenant that had/);, Frankfurter, Tom C. Clark, 
yen distrained for non-payment) wijjiam J. Brennan, Jr., Charles 
i rent . The tenant's goods had| - whittaker, and Potter Stewart. 
yen distrained by a constable | The dissent was written by 
wn0 posted a notice of distress at | Chief Justice Earl Warren and 
tne apartment. Though no offi-/ yo; concurred in by Hugo L. 
cial distress warrant was served | Black and William O. Douglas. 
on or exhibited to defendant it The case concerned James I. 
given oral notice of the dis-| wyatt, who was given a three- 
J by plaintiff's superinten- year sentence after being convict- 
t before the removal. ed of taking Mary Kathleen Byrd 
The defense propounded at the from Columbus, Ga., to Dothan, 
trial was that some official no- Ala., where both asked a bellboy 
wee Was necessary, and that the] to get her engagements as a pros- 
al notification was not suffici-| titute. 

It ” argued defendant was Subsequently, the couple was 

led to a written notice per-| reported to have been married. 
‘eens rete es .:<,|During the trial, Mrs. Wyatt 

grecger Mins 7 . ae claimed the privilege against tes- 
all ° 18] aU,] +3 at . o > 
NJS. 2A:33-16 does not jus-| Hfving, but the judge compelled 
y recovery in the case sub| Courts generally have applied 
udice because while there was a the theory that husbands lose 
‘straint, the chattels were not! their privilege to prevent testi- 
‘mpounded or otherwise S€cul- | mony from their wives in assaults 
lg accordance with the statu- on the wife and Mann Act cases. 
‘ary prerequisites. This would permit the wife to 

testify voluntarily. But it was 


Allied. For appellant—Joseph A 


Pennica. 
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Name American 
Delegates To Internat'l 
Bar Conference 


ee Following is the text of the new evi- 
| dence act which has been passed by the 
Legislature and will be signed by Gov- 
ernor Meyner at a public signing cere- 
mony on Monday, June 20. A check list 
prepared by the New Jersey Law Jour- 
nal for a rapid check of the changes in 
the law of evidence which will take ef- 





Smith and Bell Delegates, 
Five Jerseyites Named 
Alternates 

Chicago — American Bar Asso- 
ciation President John D. Randall 
has named 10 U.S. delegates to 
| the eighth biennial conference of | The check list is also a summary of the 
| the International Bar Association | /egislation. 

{in Salzburg, Austria, July 4-8. | 
Fifty-two persons were named al-| 
| ternates. 


The American lawyers wil e ‘ : 
in lawyers will meet} in the rules set forth in this act 


| with attorneys from 34 other na- : 
; | or in rules adopted pursuant here- 








ARTICLE I 
General Provisions 


| tions to discuss important worl : ‘ 
| legal eicidiien The ABA be to, the terms defined in this ar- 
| organization, is a member of the | ticle shall have the meaning spec- | 


|IBA. but delegates to the inter-| ified unless the context indicates 


| national meeting will make the| 2 C°trary intention. 
| trip to Salzburg at their own ex- | ise 
| pense. | means from which inferences may 
| Founded in 1946, the IBA is a| be drawn as a basis of proof in 
| federation of national Bar asso-| duly constituted judicial or fact- 
ciations from countries in the| finding tribunals, and includes 
free world. Serving as chairman — 
of the IBA is Loyd Wright of Los 
Angeles, Calif., former American 
Bar Association President. 
Topics to be discussed at Salz- 
burg include: court procedure for 
protection of investments abroad, 
atomic energy, monopolies and| 
restrictive trade practices, forma- 








Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


June 7 to 13, 1960 
NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 





tion and operation of foreign : cae ale 
subsidiaries and branches, and ice art prop of ps pth 
—— international legal prob- Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 

ABA delegates to the world SUPREME COURT 
meeting are: Appeals 


Applestein et al v. United Board 
& Carton Corp et als (A-124, de- 
cided June 13, 1960) 

Affirmed Chanc. Div. judgment 
for reasons expressed therein, 60 
N. J. Super. 333. 
Greenfield v. Dusseault 
decided June 13, 1960) 


President Randall, Cedar Rap- 
ids, Iowa; Sylvester C. Smith, Jr., 
Newark, N.J.; David F. Maxwell, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Edward G. 
Knowles, Denver, Colo.; Robert K. 
Bell, Ocean City, N.J.; Loyd| 
Wright, Los Angeles, Calif.; Ger- 
ald J. McMahon, New York, N.Y.; 
J. Garner Anthony, Honolulu, | Affirmed App. Div. judgment 
Hawall; Charles W. Pettengill, | essentially for reasons expressed 
Greenwich, Conn.; and Cuthbert | therein, 60 N. J. Super. 436. 


S. Baldwin, New Orleans, La. 
ee es ;| Kampf v. Franklin Life Ins. Co. 
Among those named alternates | (A-75, decided June 13, 1960) 


were the following from New Jer-| ; 
Reversed summary Chanc. Div. 








Held: N.J.S. 2A:33-16 reads as| 
— ; |argued that the wife should be 
_A person aggrieved by any! ajiowed the discretion to avoid 
reach or rescue of any property| }.-oming the instrument of her 
strained for rent and impound- | husbanda’s conviction. 
: The majority rejected this ar-| 
gument and ruled that a wife} 
could be compelled to testify | 
against her will in a Mann Act | 
case because an assumption by| 
Congress underlying the act it-| 






otherwise secured by virtue 
s chapter, shall . . . recover| 
damages ... against the 
Wender or the owner of the 
ty distrained, if it be after-| 
founds to have come into 
ee self is that many women are “too | 
Jur appellate courts will not| year to resist” subjugation by | 
onsider a point not raised and} men. 
usidered in the trial court, un-| The dissent departed from the 
ss it involves a question of juris-| majority view where the latter | 
~SSon or public policy. The) approved compelling testimony | 
~wy-raised defense is therefore | trom the spouse, and further at-| 
a Neapanniy peers tacked the assumption that Mrs. | 
““€ contention that defendant! wyatt was “somehow mesmeriz- | 
led to a personally serv- ed by him.” 
ten notice of the distraint) «The evidence in point of fact,” 
ut merit. NJS. 2A:33-16/ the dissent said, “strongly sug- 
ot expressly require notice | cests that the wife played a man- 
<ind and the notice pro-| agerial role in the sordid enter- 
‘ NJS. 24:33-9 and 10, prise which formed the basis of 
ith inventory, appraisal 


: ie s the prosecution.” 

4€, are inapplicable here. 
ct of the making of the 
it is required to be noticed 
y leaving of a notice at 
ain dwelling house or other 
onspicuous place on the 
= .” NJIS. 2A:33-9. 
was given here. It 
oeen held, however, that 
will be no liability for treble 
ges under NJ.S. 2A:33-16 
Jund breach unless the de- 
had knowledge of the 
it when he took the prop- 
“¥. But no New Jersey case 
“S ever held that oral notice 
f t of distraint was in- 
it. To the contrary, the 
» at least impliedly, have ac- 
“ed as a matter of course the | 
. JJacy of oral notice of a dis- 
-“2t for the purposes of liabil- 
~, der N.J.S. 2A:33-16. When 































Bankruptcy Fees 
Increased 


Michael Keller, Clerk of the USS. 
District Court for the District of 
New Jersey, advises that certain | 
sections of the Bankruptcy Act 
were amended on Tuesday in- 
creasing the filing fees in certain 
bankruptcy matters. The increas- | 
es are effective immediately. 

Section 48 of the act was 
amended to increase the trustee’s 
closing fee from $5.00 to $10.00. | 


Att na 








As a result the total filing fee in| 
a straight bankruptcy matter is} 
increased from $45.00 to $50.00. | 

Section 132 of the act, dealing 
with corporate reorganizations 
under Chapter 10, was amended | 
so that the filing fee in these mat- | 





|ance Committee approved by a 


| Simpson bill (H.R. 10). The pen- 


|port the proposed legislation to/| 
| make their views known to their 


sey: 

James D. Carpenter, Jersey | judgment granted plaintiff bene- 
City; Leon Dreskin and Samuel | ficiary of life insurance policy, 
J. Foosaner, Newark; John Lloyd, | 56 N. J. Super. 185, and remanded 
Jr., and Elwood F. Kirkman, At-| cause for retrial on issue as to 
lantic City. | whether insured had become tot- 


ae ee | ally disabled (i.e. unable to con- 
Self-Employed Pension {duct his occupation in usual 
Bill Approved By Senate |manner) by his illness before 


Committee | thus waiver of insurance prem- 
— ium contained in supplemental 
WASHINGTON—A House pass-| agreement had come into effect. 
ed bill designed to give self-em-/|If disability is found to have ex- 
ployed persons, such as lawyers|isted within grace period, it is 
and doctors, a measure of income} sufficient if notice of it was giv- 
tax equality in setting up their|en within reasonable time, even 
own pension plans has taken ajafter insured’s death, which is- 
big step forward. |sue must be determined on the 
The action came late Thuraday | remand. Contract provision of 
(June 9) when the Senate Fin- | six-month period of disability 
would not bar recovery where 

12 to 5 vote a modified version of | death intervened as that require- 
the Smathers - Morton - Keogh -| ment is designed only to insure 
| requisite permanency of disabil- 
sion plan has been under consid-|ity. Insurance contract here 
eration of the committee for|clearly required later premium 
many months. This is the first | dates to be measured by date of 
time it has ever had the approval] issuance stated in the policy, 





|of the Senate Committee during | Sept. 21, 1956, rather than date 


the ten years similar legislation! policy was delivered and first 
has been before Congress. premium paid, Sept. 24, 1956, 
The modified bill, which has the which date, under the contract, 
approval of the Treasury Depart-| actually marked the beginning 
ment, was expected to be reported | of the insurance coverage. Thus 
to the Senate floor on or about | grace period expired day before 
—— fa ieee insured’s death. 
erican Bar Association Pres- ‘ a 
ident John D. Randall meanwhile eee ee — 
urged lawyers and bar officials 1960) ‘ . 
Sees the cee Reversed Law Div. order grant- 


ing defendants’ motion to vacate 
plaintiff’s writ of attachment and 
remanded matter to trial court. 
Plaintiff realty company, which 
sought the writ under N. J. S. 
2A:26-2 b, must in its affidavit 
(R.R. 4:77-1(a) ) filed to secure 


senators. 

Passed by the House in 1959, the 
bill has had the support of the 
ABA and many other professional 
and business groups since it was 
first proposed. 

















“dant moving company, hav-| ters is increased from $100 to $120. | 


(Continued on page 4, col. 5) | (Continued on page 7, col. 3) 


fect July 1 follows the text of the bill. | 


1. Rule 1. Definitions. As used | 


2. Rule 1. (1) “Evidence” is the | 


(A-135, | 


|expiration of grace period and | 


Copy: Twenty-five Cents 





New Evidence Act 


| testimony in the form of opinion, 
| and hearsay. 
| 3. Rule 1. (2) “Relevant evi- 
| dence” means evidence having 
| any tendency in reason to prove 
any material fact. 

4. Rule 1. (3) “Proof” is all of 
the evidence before the trier of 
| the fact relevant to a fact in issue 
which tends to prove the exis- 
tence or nonexistence of such 
fact. 

5. Rule 1. (4) “Burden of proof” 
means the obligation of a party to 
meet the requirements of a rule 
of law that the fact be proved 
|either by a prepondirance of the 
evidence or by clear and convinc- 
ing evidence or beyond a reason- 
|able doubt, as the case may be. 
Burden of proof is synonymous 
with “burden of persuasion.” 
| 6. Rule 1. (5) “Burden of pro- 
| ducing evidence” means the ob- 
| ligation of a party to introduce 
evidence when necessary to avoid 
| the risk of a judgment or peremp- 
| tory finding against him on a 
| material issue of fact. 
| 7. Rule 1. (6) “Conduct” in- 
| Cludes all active and passive he- 
| havior, both verbal and nonver- 
| bal. 
| 8. Rule 1. (7) “The hearing,” 
| unless some other is indicated by 
| the context of the rule where 
the term is used, means the hear- 
|ing at which the question under 
| a rule is raised, and not some ear- 
lier or later hearing. 

9. Rule 1. (8) “Finding of fact” 
means the determination from 
proof or judicial notice of the 
existence of a fact. A ruling im- 
plies a supporting finding of fact; 
no separate or formal finding is 
required unless required by a 
statute or rule of court of this 
State. 

10. Rule 1. (9). “Guardian” 
means the person, committee, or 
other representative authorized 
by law to protect the person 
estate or both of an incompetent 
or a sui juris person having a 
guardian and to act for him in 
matters affecting his person or 
property or both. An incompe- 
tent is a person under disability 
imposed by law. 

11. Rule 1. (10) “Judge” means 
member or members or represen- 
tatives of a court or other tri- 
bunal conducting a trial or hear- 


ar 
Ja 


| ing at which evidence is introduc- 
| ed. 


12. Rule 1. (11) “Trier of fact” 
includes a jury and a judge when 
he is trying an issue of fact other 
than one relating to the admis- 
sibility of evidence. 





13. Rule 1. (12) “Verbal” in- 
cludes both oral and written 
words. 

14. Rule 1. (13) “Writing” 
means handwriting, typewriting 
printing, photostating, photogra- 
phy and every other means of re- 
cording upon any tangible thing 
any form of communication or 
representation, including letters, 
words, pictures, sounds or sym 





bols, or combinations 
provided that such reco 


(a) reasonably permanen* 
(b) readable by sight. 
15. Rule 1. (14 “Perceive’ 


means acquire knowledge through 
one’s own senses. 

16. Rule 2. Scope the rules 

(1) The provisions of article I 
Privileges, shall apply in all cases 
and to all proceedings, places and 
inquiries, whether formal, infor- 
mal, public or private, as well as 
to all branches of government 


or 
S 


ali 
and by whomsoever the same may 
be conducted, and none of said 
provisions shall be subject to be- 
ing relaxed. 


(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 








brackets 
is ia- 


Matter 
Dill is not 
omitted in 


enclosed in 
enacted and 
the law. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


REAL PROPERTY— ESTATES—)| Robert Dalton died in 1899, His 
Where, by virtue of the statute| will gave the property in question, 
of descent, C.S. Page 1921, a| then unimproved land to his two 
fee tail is changed into a life| daughters, Rosamund and Mary, 
estate with vested remainder) and to their issue, with remainder 
in children of the life tenants,| over in the event either or both 
the children take the share of| died without issue. The will pro- 
their respective parents per| vision was not clear and in a will 
Stirpes and not per capita. construction action the former 

PARTITION — The mere fact| Court of Errors and Appeals de- 
that a co-tenant makes im-j| termined that the daughters took 
provements is no bar to equit-| a fee tail which by operation of 
able partition. the statute of descent, C.S. Page 

—Where a co-tenant has honest-| 1921, par. 11, was changed to a 
ly improved the property for| life estate in the two daughters 
the purpose of his own use, and| with vested remainder in their 
not to embarass co-tenants nor} children, but it was not deter- 
encumber the estate, value of} mined whether the children took 
improvements will not be in-| per stirpes or per capita. Rosa- 
cluded in apportioning interests} mund had one child and Mary 
for partition. six. 

—While ordinarily where property| Defendants acquired the life 
cannot be physically partition- | States of both daughters and the 
ed court will order sale and dis-|e™ainder interest of Rosa- 
tribution of proceeds, such pro-|™und's child and that of three 
cedure not ordered since it|0f the six children of Mary, at a 
would be inequitable to one of| Public auction in 1935. Defen- 
co-tenants because of improve-| ants believed they had acquired 
ments made, and instead that|the entire title. The will con- 
co-tenant directed to pay other | Struction case was then still pend- 





co-tenants value of their inter-|198- It was decided in March 
est with sum to be lien on| 1937. There is no proof defen- 
dants knew of the case or its 


premises until paid. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Drenk, J.S.C. assigned, rendered 
June 7, 1960. Chancery Div. Small 
v. Tucker. For plaintiffs—Potter 
and Fisher. For defendants— 
Charles R.L. Hammersley. 

This is an action for partition. 


decision until late in 1937. Defen- 
dants made substantial improve- 
ments in the property before 
learning of the E. & A. decision 
and continued to improve the 
property thereafter. Plaintiffs’ 
counsel wrote defendants in 1937 


Two questions are involved: (1) | 224 1938 about the decision. They 
what are the fractional interests did not reply. There was ad fur- 
ther correspondence until 1957, 


of the parties and (2) does plain- 


tiffs’ which defendants answered, and 


this was followed by the present 
suit in 1958 by the other three 
children of Mary. 

Held: Plaintiffs contend they 
took their interests per capita 
and therefore have a 3/7 interest 
in the property while defendants 
contend they took per stirpes and 
therefore have only a one quar- 


interest extend to improve- 


ments or is it in the land alone. 














FOR ter interest The statute, C.S 
1921, directly vests the fee in 
ALL the children of life tenants in 
their parents’ share as tenants 


compounded TRUST 
quarterly FUNDS 


in common. It therefore appears 
to provide for descent per stirpes. 
It is to be noted the testator de- 


Funds Insured up te $10,000 vised the premises to his two 
by U. S. Govt. instrumentality daughters “jointly, share and 

: ; share alike,” demonstrating he 
Transactions may be handled by mail wanted his daughters to hold 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Gorage |} their interests equally and con- 


currently and upon their respec- 
tive deaths the remainder to des- 
eend to “their issue”. Applying 
the statute, it limits the descent 
to the children of the daughters 
per stirpes. 


Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST. NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-0260 ees 

Philip Klein, President t thei 
wet |each own 


mothers 
a 1/12 
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Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
requi for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


red 


New Jersey Division of 
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NATIONAL Surety CorPorRATION 
A MEMBER OF FIREMEN’S FUND INSURANCE GROUP 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 
520 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MaArket 4-0950 
SRE A ee eres 





Te 























TITLE 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE 


Institution 


nvestors Since 1926 


INSURANCE 
EXCLUSIVELY 


SERVICE 
m Bee 
FRANKLIN 







A Pioneer New Jersey 
g Attorney S and | 


Full Attorney Coopera tion 


FRANKLIN 


TIT! TS CTIRPAWCT 
“ee 


bee INSU TAN wereld NY 
405 Seventh Ave. Newark 7, N. J. 
HUmboldt 2-3900 


Servin 


OMP 


RELIABALITY 


92¢€ 






ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. | | 


.}and defendants own a 3/4 inter- 


total 1/4 interest in the property, 


est. 

Plaintiffs acquired an interest 
in unimproved land. There is no 
proof the improvements were not 
made honestly. It appears the 
improvements were made for the 
convenience and enjoyment by 
defendants of the property and 
in no way to embarass the co- 
tenants nor to encumber the es- 
tate. The mere fact that a co- 
tenant makes improvements is 
no bar to equitable partition. 
Plaintiffs are entitled to a 1/4 in- 
terest in the value of the land 
without improvements; defen- 
dants are entitled to 3/4 of the 
value of the land as if it had not 
|been improved, plus the entire 





the testimony as to value, 
court finds the lands alone, as! 
unimproved lands, have a present | 
value of $13,500. 

The court finds the premises | 
cannot be physically partitioned | 
and while ordinarily a sale would | 
be ordered under the supervision | 
of the court, with division of the | 
proceeds to be made in accord-| 
ance with the findings herein, the | 
court is of the further opinion |} 
that such sale would be inequit- 
able to defendants since they 
honestly and for the purposes of 
enjoying the property, and not 
to embarass plaintiffs nor hinder 


partition, made extensive im- 
provements. 
Accordingly it is directed that 


defendants pay each plaintiff and 
his or her respective spouse $1,- 
125, the said total sum of $3,375 
to be a lien on the premises until 
paid. 
CRIMINAL LAW — If the proof 
presented substantially adheres 
to that outlined in the indict- 
ment and the indictment (1) 
supplies sufficient information 
to apprise defendant of the ac- 
tual charge against him and 
(2) protects him against a sub- 
sequent prosecution for the 
same offense, the variance be- 
tween the proof and indictment 
will be deemed immaterial. 
—Held, on facts, misnomer in in- 
dictment, of owner of building 
entered and of property stolen, 
was not a fatal variance, could 
be corrected by amendment, 
and indictment was sufficient 
to sustain conviction. | 
—While in general an acquittal | 
on a sufficient indictment wars) 
a subsequent prosecution for | 








Therefore the three| 
plaintiffs together took one half! 
one half and | 
or a} 


the same offense under another | 
indictment or accusation, if the | 
acquittal was obtained on de- 
fendant’s own motion defen-| 
dant is estopped from subse- 
quently advancing any theory | 
in support of a claim of double 
jeopardy which is inconsistent 
with theory advanced or posi- 
tion taken to secure first ac- 
quittal. 

—Held, where defendant secured | 
acquittal on ground of fatal 
variance between indictment | 
and proofs, he is estopped from | 
thereafter arguing in support | 
of a plea of double jeopardy | 


that the variance was not ma- | 
terial and that a valid convic- 
tion could have been obtained 
under the indictment. 


CRIMINAL LAW— EVIDENCE— 
Admissibility of tacit admissions | 
in criminal cases reviewed and | 
admissibility thereof where the | 
accusatory statement was made | 
while defendant was under| 
arrest or in custody questioned | 
but not decided. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Foley, J.A.D., rendered June 7, 
1960. Appellate Div. State v. Davis. 
For appellant—Albert G. Besser. 
For the State—C. William Caruso, 
Spec. Legal Asst. (Brendan T. 
Byrne, Pros. Atty.) 

On April 27, 1959, defendant was 
o trial on a two count | 
indictment charging him, one 
Alexander, and one Crudup with 
(1) wilfully entering “the build- | 
ing Joseph Barr” with intent 
to steal and (2) theft of a tele- 
vision set “the property of Joseph 
Barr.” During cross examination | 
of Barr it developed that both 


r Ty he +> 
brought t 


nf 
Ol 


| and 


|decision in State v. 
| Super. 445. 


upon a sufficient indic 
a subsequent prosecution for the| pear from the entire 
defendant thereby suffe: 
however, is obtained, or the in-| fest wrong or injury 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, JUNE 16, 1960 
EE 





the building and the television 
set was the property of J. H. Barr 
Inc. The State then moved to 
amend the indictment in respect 
to the allegations of ownership of 
the premises and television set. 
The trial court sustained defen- 
dant’s objection on the authority 
of State v. Cohen, 105 N.J.L. 529, 
and granted defendant’s motion 
for acquittal. 

An accusation was then prepar- 
ed by the Prosecutor identical to 
the indictment except that “J. H. 
Barr, Inc.” was substituted for 
“Joseph Barr” and the street ad- 
dress of the building was stated. 


A plea of not guilty was entered | theory advanced or position + 
and defendant then moved to| to 
Though there is authority 
tra, the rule 
value of the improvements. From | jeopardy. The motion was denied. | reasoned and reaches th 
the| Defendant was found guilty on | desirable end. The rule, 
| reasoning supporting it, p 
| plicable here because afte! 
| the trial of the indictment was | ing secured an acquittal by 
/not on the merits, but solely on | that the variance was m 
the ground there was a variance | defendant’s pletels 
reversed his position and, in sup- 
and that the holding} port of his theory of doub! 
|pardy, argued that the variance 
was immaterial and that a vali¢ 
conviction could have beer 
tained under the indictment 
fendant was estopped from tak 
ing this position. 


dismiss the accusation on the} 
ground it placed him in double} 


both counts and appeals. 
Held: The acquittal entered in 


between the proof and the in- 
| dictment, 
in State v. Cohen would not per- 
mit an amendment of the indict- 
ment to show the true owner of 
the building and the stolen prop- 
erty. 

In order to prevail on a plea 
of double jeopardy it is incum- 
bent on a defendant to show that 
a legal conviction was possible 
under the first indictment on the 
facts alleged in the subsequent 
charge. Thus it is of focal signi- 
ficance whether the variance be- 
tween the proof and indictment 
was fatal. If a fatal variance ex- 
isted, the indictment would never 
have placed defendant in double 
jeopardy of the offense alleged 
with the result that the defense 
of double jeopardy had no appli- 
cation to the subsequent proceed- 
ings. However, if the variance 
was immaterial with result that 
the indictment was capable of 
sustaining a conviction on the 
facts as they were subsequently 
developed, the defense may be a 
valid one. 

The weight of authority is that 
if the proofs substantially adhere 
to that outlined in the indict- 
ment, and the indictment (1) 
supplies sufficient information to 
apprise the defendant of the ac- 
tual charge against him thus 
avoiding any possible prejudice 
(2) protects him against a 
subsequent prosecution for the 
same offense, the variance will be 
deemed immaterial. And it has 
!been held that convictions may 
|be upheld and indictments may 


|be sufficient notwithstanding the| 


of owners of stolen pro- 


were stated 


names 
perty 


erroneously. | 


ciation will hold its annua] ,- 
ing and dinner on Thursday 
23, 
Country Club. The Country 
is located on the Hamburg Tyr. 
pike in Wayne Township, Nj. 


ming for the members and 
guests. 
/6:30 p.m. 


which 











Such is the effect of the recent | 


the instant case, 
the principles announced, 
the conclusion that the 
ment was sufficient to sustain a 


indict- | 


conviction and that the variance | 


was immaterial. 
edy was by amendment. 
In general, an acquittal 


same offense. If the acquittal, | 
dictment quashed, on defendant’s 
own motion it has been held that 
defendant is estopped from ad- 
vancing any theory in support of 
his claim of double jeopardy 


tment bars | 


Trunfio, 58}The recent cases 
| into serious question the aa! 

A consideration of the facts of | bility of evidence of silence i 
in the light of|face of an accusatory state 
impels | made while the defendant : 
der arrest or in cust 
ever, n 
statements made in de 
The proper rem-| presence while he was u 
|rest and in custody w: 
laid | miss 
be sustained since it dc 


prehended at the scene of th 
alleged crime and taken to the 
station house. 
house, in the presence of 
dant Officer McGrath asked 
dup what he was doing i 
building. Crudup replied t 


Adelman, Crudup said he 
fendant had handed 1! 
Alexander through th ro 
door window and that Alex 
had placed it in the car 
by the man named Bob. T 
out these conversations 
ant remained silent. 
objected to admission of ¢! 
dence 
was 
The rule and test as to ad 
sion by 
sions in criminal cases, i : 
must be disclosed by evidence 
that 
judicial; 
ating in import; 
one to which 
would in the situation ar 
rounding circumstances 
ly respond; 
ed in the presence and ! 
| the accused; a 
able of understanding 1 
criminatory meaning 
ment; 
liberty to deny or reply th 


did not rely on this e\ 
conviction. The offenses ¥ 
amply established by € 
dence. 

Affirmed. 
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Attorney General's Opinion 





FORMAL OPINION 1960 - No. 16 
yonorable John A. Kervick 

State Treasurer Of New Jersey 
“we have been asked for an 
pinion as to when an exemp- 









title to the property was con- 
veyed to the Jabert Operating 
Corporation, a non-exempt cor- 
poration. Jabert sued to set aside 
the assessment imposed for the 


from taxation becomes ef-| year 1949. The Appellate Divi- 
ye for property which was | sion held that the statutory re- 


-axable on October Ist of the pre- | Quisites for exempt status were 
vax year and is then declared /| satisfied as of October 1, 1948 
exempt by statute enacted during | and “that fact established the 
the tax year. An example of this | Status of the property as exempt 


proble 
1959, Chap. 3, an Act that amend- 


m is shown by Laws of| for the entire year 1949.” 16 N. J. 


Super. at 509. Thereafter, by L. 


od RS. 54:4-3.24 to include the| 1949, c.144 (N. J. S. A. 54:4-63.26 


Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts of 
america among those associa- 
‘ions whose property is exempt 
axation. This Act was ap- 
on February 3, 1959. Sec- 
9 thereof provided that: 









|relief to allow a municipality to| 


T act shall take effect im- 
mediately.” 
The question presented under |} 


ese circumstances is whether 
zn exemption for part or all of 
‘he tax year in which the Act 
was passed may be allowed. There 
are related variations of this 
problem. Its understanding will 
ne found in a general examina- 
“on of the tax statutes and cas- 


54:4-1 provides in part, 
-hat “all property shall be assess- 
the owner thereof with 
reference to the amount owned 
n October first in each year 
.”’ It is generally held that, 
y is assessable or ex- 
vith reference to its own- 
rship and use on October 1 pre- 
eding the calendar year.” Jab- 
ert Operating Corp. v. City of 






Newark, 16 N. J. Super. 505, 508 | 


App. Div. 
Montville, 84 N. J. L. 43 (Sup. Ct. 
1913), aff'd. on op. below, 85 


1951); Jersey City v.| 


NJ. L. 372 (E. & A. 1913); Shel- | 
ton College v. Ringwood, 48 N. J. | 


Super. 10 (App. Div. 1957); 16 
McQuillan, Municipal Corpora- 
tions 279, Taxation $44.105. 


In Jersey City v. Montville, su- 
pra, privately held property used 
for water supply purposes was 
to the City of Jersey 
y on October 10, 1911. The 
ity then claimed an exemption 
r all or a portion of the tax 
The 






2. 


year 
ield that exemptions from 

n are determined by the 
of the property on the as- 
date and that “land is 
npt because subsequently 
to an owner who is ex- 
t 44) notwithstanding 
iat the transfer occurs before 
ne tax payment is due. 

The authority of Jersey City v. 
Montville has been expressly re- 
Armed in recent decisions. Jab- 
tt, supra, and Shelton College, 
supra. In Jabert, property which 
*33 Owned and used for charit- 
42.€ purposes by The Salvation 
; ad been exempt for many 
r to 1949, under RS. 
3.6. Such ownership and use 
ed on October 1, 1948. Soon 
fter, in November, 1958, 


in question. 


asses 












et seq.) the Legislature afforded 


tax property which was exempt 
on October Ist and later passes 
into the hands of a non-exempt 
owner. 


In Shelton College, supra, prop- 
erty was acquired by a tax ex- 
empt college on February 26, 
1954. The court held that the 
property was taxable for the en- 
tire year of 1954, since it was 
taxable on October Ist in the 
pre-tax year. No exemption was 
allowed for the period of the tax 
year following acquisition by the 
non-exempt owner. The court 
noted 
L. 1949, c. 114, (N. J. S. A. 54:4- 
63.26 et seq.) authorized a mun- 
icipality to tax property which 
was exempt on 


} is contrasted with the provisions 





| the county board of taxation ‘‘on 


that the Legislature, by | 


| overcome 
October Ist of |} 


the pre-tax year but is trans- | 


ferred thereafter 
empt owner. The 


to a non-ex- 
court found 


that the Legislature’s failure to} 
afford relief in the converse sit- | 


uation—a transfer from a tax- 
able to an exempt owner—was a 


of N. J. S. A. 54:4-63.26, et seq. 
It is also contrasted with the al- 
lowance of an exemption upon 
the acquisition of property 
through condemnation by the 
State or the United States Gov- 
ernment. See: Edgewater v. Corn 
Products Refining Co., 136 N. J. L. 
220 (Sup. Ct. 1947), modified and 
affirmed, 136 N. J. L. 664 (E. & A. 
1948); New Jersey Highway Au- 
thority v. Henry A. Raemsch Coal 
Co., 40 N. J. Super. 355 (Law Div. 
1956); Milmar Estate v. Borough 
of Fort Lee, 36 N. J. Super. 241 
(App. Div. 1955); Atty. Gen’l. 
Opinion of June 27, 1957, P-23, 
1956-1957 Opinions of the Attor- 
ney General of N. J. 163. 


Taxes validly assessed on real 
property become a lien on Janu- 
ary 1 of the tax year. N. J. S. A. 
54:5-6. Procedurally, N. J. S. A. 
54:4-4.4 provides that the time 
for filing statements of exemp- 
tion is on or before November 1 
of the pre-tax year and that a 
copy of exemption statements 
shall be filed by the assessor with 


or before January 10 following.” 
To allow an exemption for all or 
part of the tax year in which 
the exemption is created would 
require a legislative intent to 
the pre-existing stat- 
utes and case law on the subject. 
This legislative intent cannot be 
found simply in the provision 
that “This act shall take effect 
immediately.” The provision nor- 
mally does not mean that the 





| 2 ae is } 
|}exemption shall take effect im-'! 


ville, a rule which has been fol- | 


lowed for many years. 
While there are a number of 


statutory provisions which per- | 


mit changes in assessments after 


the October Ist date, these do not | 


concern changes in exempt stat- 
us, except for N. J. S. A. 54:4- 
63.26 et seq., noted above. Im- 
provements’ constructed 


after | 


'a clear 


October Ist of the pre-tax year) 


are taxable under the Added As- 


sessment Law, N. J. S. A. 54:4-63.1 | 


to 63.11. Assessments not made 
on October Ist may also be add- 
ed under the Omitted Assessment 


Law (N.J.S. A. 54:4-63.12 et seq.) | 


See: Appeal of N. Y. State Realty 
Terminal Co., 21 N. J. 90, 96 
(1956). Where improvements to 
real property have been destroy- 
ed, demolished or otherwise ma- 
terially depreciated between Oc- 
tober lst and January lst of the 
following year, a reduction in 
the assessment can be made by 
the assessor. N. J. S. A. 54:4-35.1. 
Significantly, however, no change 
in assessment is authorized if 
the depreciation in value occurs 
after January lst of the tax year. 

But there is no general statu- 
tory provision which allows a 
change from non-exempt to ex- 
empt status for 
mental property owners after the 
October 1st assessing date. This 
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non-govern- | 


; | mediately but that the act shall | 
reaffirmation of the rule of Mont- | 


take effect immediately, particu- | 
larly where the act does not 
waive the requirement for filing 
exemption statements on or be- 
fore November lst of the pre- 
tax year. A statute normally has 
a prospective effect only, unless | 
intention to the con- | 
trary is therein expressed. Wittes | 
v. Repko, 107 N. J. Eq. 132 (E. &| 
A. 1930); Neel v. Ball, 6 N. J. 546, 
551 (1951); Harrington Co. v.| 
Chopke, 110 N. J. Eq. 574 (BE. & A. 
1932). 

In Lakewood Judean Lodge v. | 
Township of Lakewood, 25 N. J. 
Misc. 421 (Div. of Tax Appeals 
1947), cited with approval in 
Jabert, supra, 16 N. J. Super at 
509, an analagous act was con- 
strued. There, a municipality had | 
assessed property which had been | 
owned by a municipality on Oc- 
tober 1, 1944 and was thereafter, 
on October 25, 1944, transferred 
to a non-exempt individual. The | 
municipality contended that the | 
property became taxable under | 
L. 1945, c. 137 (N. J. S. A. 54:4- | 
63.2). This law provided, in part, | 


| that property sold by a munici- | 


pality after October 1st in the 
pre-tax year can be included in| 
an “added assessment list’. The | 
act was approved on April 10, | 
1945 and provided: “This act| 
shall take effect immediately.” | 
Nevertheless, it was there held | 
that since the act became ef-| 
fective on April 10, 1945, it was| 
prospective only and could not! 
affect an assessment made as of 
October 1st, 1944. 

Accordingly, it is our opinion 
that a statute which grants an} 
exemption from taxation follow- | 
ing October 1st of the pre-tax| 
year will not effectively grant | 
such exemption for the ensuing | 
tax year, or part thereof, unless | 
the Legislature clearly expresses | 
its intent to make such exemp- | 
tion effective notwithstanding | 
the prior taxable status of the| 
property. 

Very truly yours, 
DAVID D. FURMAN 
Atty Gen. of New Jersey 
By Theodore I. Botter 
Deputy Atty Gen. 


Announcement 
The firm of Klatsky and Klat- 
sky, 3 East Front St., Red Bank, | 
has changed its name to Klatsky | 
and Himelman. Members of the | 


| firm are William I. Klatsky and | 


William Himelman. 
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U.S. District Court Decision 


The U. S. moves to strike in- 
terrogatories propounded by the 
several defendents in this anti- 
trust--suit, the interrogatories 
amounting to some 2,500 ques- 
tions. In prior proceedings in the 
cause plaintiff has already fur- 
nished defendants with all docu- 
ments on which it intends to 
rely keyed to the respective an- 
gles of the case, has agreed to 
furnish a list of the individuals 
whom it has reason to believe 
have any knowledge of material 
facts, and the parties have all 
filed written statements of their 
respective theories of the case. 

Held: Interrogatories should 
not be used to enumerate a ser- 
ies of items of evidence which 
would prove some ultimate fact, 
and should not cover issues of 
law. This first impropriety is ex- 
hibited for instance, in the inter- 
rogatories calling for what each 
participant at a certain confer- 
ence may have said regarding a 
particular issue in the case. On 
the other hand, an interrogatory 











Rule Fireworks Display 
Producer Not Liable 
To Injured Spectators 


PHILADELPHIA (ACCN)—The 
producer of a public fireworks dis- 
play was held not liable to plain- 


tiffs, spectators, who were injured | 
when a rocket which had been set | 


off came down and exploded 
where they were standing, ac- 


cording to the holding in Haddon | 


et al v. Lotito, Supreme Court of 
Pennsylvania, March term, 1960, 
Nos. 106, 107 and 108, opinion by 
Justice Eagen, filed May 4, Mr. 
Justice Musmanno filed a dissent- 
ing opinion and Mr. Justice Bok 
also dissented. 

The case is one of first impres- 
sion in Pennsylvania. The court 
below entered a compulsory non- 


| suit which it refused to remove 


and the court on appeal affirmed. 

The Supreme Court refused to 
apply the doctrine of absolute li- 
ability in the circumstances, and 
it likewise held that the doctrine 
of exclusive control did not apply. 
The court further held that plain- 
tiffs failed to prove sufficient 
facts to sustain a finding of de- 
fendant’s negligence. 


Announcements 


The firm of Gross, Garfield & 
Gallop has been dissolved. Isaac 
Gross will continue the general 
practice of law under the firm 
name and style of Gross & Gar- 
field. 


Leonard Rosenstein, formerly 
of 60 Park Place, Newark, is now 
associated with William Furst at 
5 Commerce Street, Newark. 


requiring plaintiff to specify 
which defendants were repre- 
sented at such conference and 
participated therein is not a 
mere evidential detail. Further- 
more, it would seem reasonable 
for plaintiff to specify the gen- 
eral nature of the topics discuss- 
ed, both to aid such further in- 
vestigation by defendants as to 
such individuals, and to key in 
that investigation with plaintiff's 
statement of its Theory of the 
Case. On the other hand, for 
plaintiff to be compelled to fur- 
nish in specific detail the exact 
nature and limits of the topics 
discussed, on such occasions, let 
|alone the portion of such topics 
| discussed by each individual 
participant, would be unduly 
burdensome, unnecessary and 
contrary to the rule above set 
forth. 

Since plaintiff has furnished 
ithe list of documents on which 
lit expects to rely and has agreed 
| to furnish a list of those believed 
| to have knowledge of the facts, 
|interrogatories to those ends 
| need not be answered, as already 
|covered and moot. 
| Additionally, interrogatories 
lare not to be asked as to the 
| identity of trial witnesses as dis- 
|tinguished from those having 
|knowledge of relevant facts. 
Thus, defendant’s interrogatories 
as to witnesses must be stricken. 
| Applying these principles the 
/court rules specifically on speci- 
|fic interrogatories selected as 
typical examples of the interrog- 
| atories involved. 

Opinion filed May 23 in U.S. v. 
Proctor & Gamble et als, by Hart- 
shorne, D. J. Civil No. 1196-52. 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 16, 1960 
SUNDAY CLOSING 


A stormy period of political, legislative and social contentions 
may have come to an end when the New Jersey Supreme Court 
decided the Sunday Closing case (Two Guys From Harrison, Inc. 
et al v. Furman, 32 N. J. 199, April 4, 1960). As is well known by 
now, our divided Supreme Court in a majority opinion by Chief 
Justice Weintraub, upheld the constitutionality at the summary 
judgment stage of the so-called Sunday Closing Law of 1959 (L. 1959, 
C.119). Justice Burling concurred in the result, and Justice Francis 
dissented in an opinion in which he was joined by Justice Schettino. | 

That the Sunday Closing case was an extremely difficult one 
for the Court to decide cannot be gainsaid. For the better part of | 
the past decade assorted interested groups have contended in the | 
legislative and electoral arena to augment (and to oppose) the| 
emasculated edition of the ancient Sunday Closing Law contained 
in the 1951 Revised Statutes (N. J. S. A. 2A: 171-1 et seq.). That} 
statute, it will be recalled. was held to be unenforceable by the 
Supreme Court because in the process of legislative revision no| 
penalty was prescribed for its violation. State v. Fair Lawn Service 
Center, Inc., 20 N. J. 468 (1956). Since that decision, the economic, 
political and religious pressures upon the legislators in Trenton 
spawned a series of measures. First came chapter 254 of the Laws | 
of 1955 which prohibited the dealing in or sale of new or used 
automobiles on Sunday, and prescribing penalties for its violation. 
lity of this effort was upheld by a unanimous 
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Report Worldwide Upsurge In Juvenile Crime 


United Nations, N. Y. (ACCN) 
—Juvenile delinquency is on the 
increase over most of the world, 
the United Nations reported. 

Two reports prepared for a 
forthcoming conference on crime 
prevention noted a rise in gang 
activity, auto theft, traffic viola- 
tions, vandalism, sex delinquency, 
alcoholism, and drug addiction 
among juveniles. 

One report edited by a West 
German judge, Wolf Middendorff, 
concentrated on the industrializ- 
ed nations. 

This report noted a rapid rise 
in delinquency in England, Wales. 
South Africa, Australia, New Zea- 
land, East Germany, West Ger- 
many, Austria, Greece, Yugosla- 
via, France, Sweden and Finland. 


increase in bicycle thefts. 
Middendorff’s report noted a 
connection between early malad- 
justment and habitual criminal- 
ity in adults. He called for re- 
search to determine the differen- 
tiating factors between delin- 
quents and non-delinquents. 
Half the boys sent to training 
schools in the U. S. end up as 
adult criminals, it noted. 
The second report dealt with 
conditions in the less well-devel- 
/}oped countries, where a rise in 
|juvenile delinquency was also 
| seen. 





| Middlesex Bar Outing 


| The annual golf outing and 
dinner of the Middlesex County 
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Bankruptcy Trustee Not 
Bound By Assignee's 
incompleted Sale 


An auction sale of real prop. 
erty by an assignee for the bene. 
fit of creditors, which sale hag 
not yet been consummated by de- 
| livery of deed and payment o; 
| full purchase price, is an execy. 
| tory contract under Pennsylvania 
{law which is not binding on th, 
| bankruptcy court and whic! 
| eee to the trustee in Bank. 
| Tuptcy’s right of rejection unde; 
|}Sec. 70b of the Bankruptcy Arc: 
| This was the holding of the U.s 
|Court of Appeals for the Thirg 
|Circuit in In Re: Philadelphia 
Penn Worsted, No. 12981, opinioy 
| by Kalodner, C. J. filed May 23 
| 1960. 
| In the case before the court the 














Declines were indicated in Switz- | Bar Association will be held at | assignee for the benefit of cred- 


erland, Italy, Belgium, and Can- 
ada. 

The report said auto theft has 
been increasing among juveniles 
nearly everywhere. For example, 
68 per cent of the arrests for auto 
theft in the U. S. involved juve- 
niles 18-years-old or younger. 

France was reported to have 


| the Forsgate Country Club, 


| 29th. 

Tee-off time for the golf tourn- 
lament is 11:30 A.M. to 1 P.M. 
| Green fees, including use of club- 
house and locker facilities are 
$3.00 and the dinner cost is $5.00, 
including gratuities. 


| Jamesburg, on Wednesday, June} 


All members of bar associations | 


indicated that “cars, and partic- 
ularly motorcycles, seemed to 
come under semi-collective own- 
ership in the eyes of the young.” 

Thailand, with a relative short- 
age of automobiles, reported an 


| are invited to attend and partici- 
pate in the event. Reservations 
should be made with Harry R. 
Burton, chairman, 11 Stephen St., 
South River, before June 24th. 











In the face of the above, the Court concluded that the 1959 | 
statute - Chapter 119 - if it is but a supplement to 1951 and seeks | 
only to implement the policy of the latter, is likewise invalid. Not | 
only that, but proceeding upon the same hypothesis that chapter | 
119 supplements the 1951 revision, the court after exhaustive in- | 
vestigation concluded that Chapter 119’s scheme of classification | 
of what may and may not be sold is not rationally related to the | 
only legitimate purpose of the 1951 revision, i.e., to prevent unin- | 


| terrupted work and activity, and accordingly Chapter 119 violates | 


the guarantee of equal protection of the law. | 


However, the majority found that in enacting Chapter 119 the | 
Legislature had repealed in toto “the inconsistent policy contained | 
in N. J. S. 2A: 171-1, 2 and 6 to 12.” This conclusion was premised 
on the Court’s perception of the “substance” of the new statute as 
distinguished from the “form” in which it was cast. In adopting 
119 the Legislature pursued a radically new policy approach to 
Sunday Closing: Whereas the old law banned to all intents and 
purposes the totality of human activity on Sunday, Chapter 119 | 
on the other hand “denounces but a part of the commercial scene”, 
the Legislature contemplating that all other activities are now 
proper. While the purpose of the old statute was the protection | 
of the public health, etc., from the impact of uninterrupted labor, | 


| the new statute seeks to prevent ‘unreasonable interference with 
| efforts of the vast majority of the citizens to find surcease from | 


the pressures of the work week on the day generally selected by 
them for that purpose.” 

Having found that Chapter 119 is an independent statute 
repealing the policy of the old statute, the majority pronounced | 
that, viewed in this manner, it is not so religious in character as 
to violate the constitutional ban against church and state, nor on 
its face so unreasonable in its classification of the articles whose 
sale is banned as to deny equal protection to those whose activities 
are thus curtailed. The Court, accordingly, remanded the case for 
trial to enable the plaintiffs to prove - if they could - that the 
classification is arbitrary. 

The holding of the majority that Chapter 119 repealed the 
policy of the basic Sunday Closing Law embodied in the 1951 
revision was a startling one, not least of all to the litigants them- 
selves. As Justice Francis notes in his dissent, all of the lawyers 
who argued the cause on both sides - one of whom was a member 
of the Legislature which passed the Act - agreed that Chapter 119 
was not intended to nor did it repeal the 1951 revision. 

In the very title of Chapter 119 the Legislature characterized 
the statute as “supplementing” the old law. While this is 
a word, usually it is a word which is indicative of what the Legisla- | 
ture had in mind. Especially is this so when it has employed that | 
word in the title of each past enactment. Thus, the Sunday Auto- 
mobile Law passed in 1955 contains the same wording it its title 
as does Chapter 119. That earlier statute pursues the same pat- 
tern as Chapter 119, i.e., to establish a penalty under the 1951 revi- 
Sion for the sale of a specific type of commodity. Yet a unani- 
mous court in Gundaker described the 1955 statute as a “supple- 
ment” to chapter 171 and found no radically new policy contained 
in it, but to the contrary conceived it to be entirely consistent 
with Chapter 171’s declaration of the State’s policy (23 N. J. at 83-4). 

Further, the same legislature which enacted Chapter 119 only 
four days earlier passed 131 which established a new exception to | 
the total ban under the 171. Can it reasonably be maintained | 
that a body of legislators who were about to repeal Chapter 171 
in toto would but a few days before seek to amend it for such a 
purpose? 

The structure of the Statute, its legislative history and the 
background leading to its enactment militate against the conclu- 
sion that the legislature thought that it was repealing Chapter 171 
when it adopted Chapter 119. The majority, however, considered 
those factors to be outweighed by its conception of a basic conflict 
in the purposes of the old and the new laws. Yet as the majority 
defined these conflicting purposes, many will find difficulty in 
distinguishing between the court’s own statement of them, or in 
finding them so utterly irreconcilable as to effect a repeal of the old 
by the new. The concept of “ascertaining legislative intent”, usually 
a difficult process at best, has, in the Sunday Closing case, taken 
on an unusually metaphysical quality. 


ltributes of a judicial sale, 






| itors had sold the realty in 
at public auction on Mar 
receiving a 15% down pay 
land with balance payable 
!final settlement to take 
|within 30 days from p 
or from confirmation if such 
|be necessary. On April 9, an 
|before settlement, an involu 
tary petition in bankruptcy 
| filed against the assignor. 
In rejecting the purchaser 
}contention that his pure 
ithe auction was binding on 
bankruptcy court and trustee 
Court of Appeals held that un 
Pennsylvania law a contract 
the sale of realty is executo 
that the doctrine of ¢ le 
conversion does not operate t 
make the vendee’s right as an 
equitable owner superior to the 
right of a trustee under Section 
70b to reject executory contracts 
that a sale at public aucti 
not thereby vested with th 


tt 


the 














— & S&S 












that an application by the trus- 
tee to the bankruptcy court for 
leave to consummate the prior 
assignee’s sale does not per se 
constitute an assumption of the 
contract and is not bil 
such until the bankrupt 
approves the application. 
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Sixteen New Jersey 
were admitted before theS 
Court of the United S 
Monday, June 6, 1960, u 
sponsorship of Aristo D: 
This was the tenth group 
ored by Mr. Dallavalle. 
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erg, Marvin S. Fish, 
Gallanter, Leonard Gold! 
Louis N. Goldman, Carmi! 
maldi, Anthony J. Iul 
Levy. David Maurer, Hy} 
Mintz, Salvatore R. Sci 
ney K. Werbel and Leon § 

The delegation of < 
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New Evidence Act 


(continued from page 1) 





((1) The] 
con 
very proceeding, criminal 
civ, 


vidence is produced. 


(2)] (3) Except to the extent 
ds the rules of evidence 
may be relaxed by or pursuant to 

atute applicable to the particu- 

ar tribunal and except as provid- 
in paragraph (1) of this rule, 


iat 
ed 
ead 22 
he 


adopt ed pursuant hereto 








s—; but the provisions 
e II, Privileges, shall 


be relaxed]. 


[(3)] (4) The enactment of the 
t forth in this act or the 


(2) All other rules 
ntained in this act, or adopted | 
pursuant hereto, shall apply in| 
or 
conducted by or under the 


| Or 
supervision of a court, in which| 


s rules set forth in this act or 
shall 
to formal hearings before 
istrative agencies and tri- 
of 
apply 
cases and to all proceedings, 
or shall any of said provisions 


held to incriminate if it clearly 
| appears that the witness has no 
| reasonable cause to apprehend a 
criminal prosecution. In deter- 
mining whether a matter is in- 
criminating under clauses (a), (b) 
(c) and whether a criminal 
prosecution is to be apprehended, 
other matters in evidence, or dis- 
closed in argument, the implica- 
tions of the question, the setting 
in which it is asked, the applica- 
ble statute of limitations and all 
other factors, shall be taken into 
consideration. 
10. Rule 25. 
exceptions. 
Subject to Rule 37, every natu- 
ral person has a right to refuse 
to disclose in an action or to a 
police officer or other official any 
matter that will incriminate him 


Self-incrimination: 


or expose him to a penalty or a} 


forfeiture of his estate, except 
that under this rule: 


(a) no person has the privilege 


| knowledge of such witness (i) in 
the course of its transmittal be- 
tween the client and the lawyer, 
or (ii) in a manner not reason- 
ably to be anticipated, or (iii) as 
a result of a breach of the law- 
yer-client relationship, or (iv) in 
the course of a recognized confi- 
dential or privileged communicae 
tion between the client and such 
witness. The privilege shall be 
claimed by the lawyer unless 
otherwise instructed by the client 
or his representative; the privi- 
lege may be claimed by the client 
in person, or if incompetent or 
deceased, by his guardian or per- 
sonal representative. Where a 
corporation or association is the 
client having the privilege and 
it has been dissolved, the privi- 
lege may be claimed by its suc- 





cessors, assigns or trustees in dis- 
| solution. 
| (2) Exceptions. Such privilege 


shall not extend (a) to a com- 
munication in the course of legal 
| service sought or obtained in aid 
of the commission of a crime ora 


Subject to Rule 37, a clergy- 
man [or other], minister or 
other person or practitioner au- 
thorized to perform similar func- 
tions, of any religion shall not 
be allowed or compelled to dis- 
clase a confession or other con- 
fidenttal communication made to 
him in his professional character, 
or as a Spiritual advisor in the 
course of the discipline or prac- 
tice of the religious body to which 
he belongs or of the religion 
which he professes. 

24. Rule 30. Religious belief. 

Every person has a privilege to 
refuse to disclose his theological 
opinion or religious belief unless 
his adherence or nonadherence 
to such an opinion or belief is 
material to an issue in the ac- 
tion other than that of his credi- 
bility as a witness. 

25. Rule 31. Political vote. 

Every person has a privilege to 
refuse to disclose the tenor of his 
vote at a political election unless 
the judge finds that the vote was 


dence thereof is inadmissible, un- 
less the judge finds that (a) the 
identity of the person furnishing 
the information has already been 
otherwise disclosed or (b) disclo- 
sure of his identity is essential to 
assure a fair determination of 
the issues. 

29. Rule 37. Waiver of privilege 
by contract or previous disclosure; 
limitations. 

A person waives his right or 
privilege to refuse to disclose or 
to prevent another from disclos- 
ing a specified matter if he or 
any other person while the hold- 
er thereof has (a) contracted with 
anyone not to claim the right or 
privilege or, (b) without coercion 
and with knowledge of his right 
or privilege, made disclosure of 
any part of the privileged matter 
or consented to such a disclosure 
made by anyone. 

A disclosure which is itself pri- 
vileged or otherwise protected by 
the common law, statutes or rules 
of court of this State, or by law- 
ful contract, shall not constitute 


on of rules SS: he reto cast ilegally. 
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riminal action in which he is an (b) no person has the privilege} inter vivos transaction, or (c) to disclosing it if the judge finds that| 30. Rule 38. Admissibility of dis- 


secused a right not to be called| to refuse to obey an order made|a communication relevant to an the allowance of the privilege| Closure wrongfully compelled. 





witness and not to testify. vial a court to promuce for use as| issue of breach of duty by the! will not tend to conceal fraud or| Evidence of a statement OF 

2) The spouse of the accused | evidence or otherwise a docu-j|lawyer to his client, or by the otherwise work injustice other disclosure is inadmissible 

‘2 a criminal action shall not| ment, chattel or other thing un-|client to his lawyer. Where 2 or 27. Rule 34. Official information meneese L1 — 
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t for them in com- 
them can assert 
as against the 


son or a corporation or other as- 
sociation has a superior right to 
the possession of the thing or- 


lawyer to ac 
mon, none of 
such privilege 


ove the fact of marriage unless 


mation of this State or of the| 
a) such spouse and the accused 


United States (a) if disclosure is 
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accused is charged with an of-| dered to be produced; others as to communications with] aot of Congress a of this rte We meat a a 
against the spouse, a child (c) no person has a privilege to| respect to that matter. or (b) if the judge finds that dis- | NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 


(3) Definitions. As used in this 
rule (a) “client” means a person 
or corporation or other associa- 
tion that, directly, or through an 
authorized representative, con- 
sults a lawyer or the lawyer’s 
representative for the purpose of 
retaining the lawyer or securing 
legal service or advice from him 
in his professional capacity; and 
includes an incompetent whose 
guardian so consults the lawyer 
or the lawyer’s representative in 


behalf of the incompetent, (b) 


|'refuse to disclose any matter 
which the statutes or regulations 
governing his office, activity, oc- 
cupation, profession or calling, or 
governing the corporation or as- 
sociation of which he is an Officer, 
agent, or employee, require him 
to record or report or disclose 
except to the extent that such 
statutes or regulations provide 
that the matter to be recorded, 
reported or disclosed shall be 
privileged or confidential; 
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closure of the information in the | 
action will be harmful to the in- | 
terests of the public. 

28. Rule 36. Identity of inform. | 
er. 
A witness has a privilege to re-| 
fuse to disclose the identity of 
a person who has furnished in- 
formation purporting to disclose 
a violation of a provision of the 
laws of this State or of the Unit-| 
ed States to a representative of | 
the State or the United States or 


f the accused or of the spouse, 
ra child to whom the accused 
he spouse stands in the place 
fa parent, or (c) such spouse 
53 the complainant. 

3) An accused in a criminal 
tion has no privilege to refuse 
ordered by the judge, to 
uomit his body to examination 
r to 1 do any act in the presence 
f the judge or the trier of the 
ct, except to refuse to testify. 
4 If an accused in a criminal 
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y those facts. 

. Rule 24. Definition of in- 
“mination. 
Within the meaning of 


¢ 


2) U it constitutes an element 
4 Ccrime against this State, or 
: the United 
sates, or (b) is a circumstance 
Fach with other circumstances 
would be a basis for a reasonable 


wother State or 


accused cannot truthfully 


this 
wticle, a matter will incriminate 


ter relevant to any issue therein. 

20. Rule 26. Lawyer-client privi- 
lege. 

(1) General rule. Subject t 
Rule 37 and except as otherwise 
provided by paragraph 2 of this 
rule communications between 
lawyer and his client in the course 
of that relationship and in pro- 
fessional confidence, are privileg- 
ed, and a client has a privilege 


| (a) to refuse to disclose any such 


ier me of the commission of} communication, and (b) to pre- 
uch a rime, or (c) is a clue to} vent his lawyer from disclosing 
: discovery of a matter which|/it, and (c) to prevent any other 
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tion made in the course of rela- 
tionship between lawyer and 
client shall be presumed to have 
been made in professional con- 
fidence unless knowingly made 
within the hearing of some per- 
son whose presence nullified the 
privilege. 

ai. Rule 27 
privilege. 

Subject to Rule 37, a person 
engaged on, connected with, or 
employed by, a newspaper has a 
privilege to refuse to disclose [in 
a court or before a grand jury] 
the source [of], author, means, 
agency or person from or through 
whom any information [procured 
or obtained by him and] publish- 
ed in such newspaper was pro- 
cured, obtained, supplied, fur- 
nished, or delivered. 

22. Rule 28. Marital privilege— 
confidential communications. 

No person shall disclose any 
communication made in confi- 
dence between such person and 
his or her spouse unless both shall 
consent to the disclosure or unless 
the communcation is relevant to 
an issue in an action between 
them or in a criminal action or 
proceeding coming within Rule 
23 (2). When a spouse is incom- 
petent or deceased, consent to 
the disclosure may be given for 
such spouse by the guardian, ex- 
ecutor or administrator. The re- 
quirement for consent shall not 
terminate with divorce or sepa- 
ration [but shall terminate with 
the death of either spouse]. A 
communication between spouses 
while living separate and apart 
under a divorce from bed and 
board shall not be a privileged 
communication. 

23. Rule 29. Priest-penitent pri- 
vilege. 
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against the holder of the privi- 
lege if the disclosure was wrong- 
fully made or erroneously requir- 
ed. 

31. Rule 39. Reference to exer- 
cise of privileges. 

Subject to paragraph (4) of 
Rule 23, if a privilege is exercised 
not to testify or to prevent an- 
other from testifying, either in 
the action or with respect to par- 
ticular matters, or to refuse to 
disclose or to prevent another 
from disclosing any matter, the 
judge and counsel may not com- 
ment thereon, no presumption 
shall arise with respect to the 
exercise of the privilege, and the 
trier of fact may not draw any 
adverse inference therefrom. In 
those jury cases wherein the 
right to exercise a privilege, as 
herein provided, may be misun- 
derstood and unfavorable infer- 
ences drawn by the trier of the 
fact, or be impaired in the par- 
ticular case, the court, at the re- 
quest of the party exercising the 
privilege, may instruct the jury 
in support of such privilege. 

32. Rule 40. Effect of error in 
overruling claim of privilege. 

(1) A party may predicate error 
on a ruling disallowing a claim of 
privilege only if he is the holder 
of the privilege. 

(2) If a witness refuses to an- 
swer a question, under color of a 
privilege claimed pursuant to 
Rules 23 through 38, after the 
judge has ordered the witness to 
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| answer, and a contempt prodeed- 
| ing is brought against the witness, 


the court hearing the same shall 
order it dismissed if it appears 
that the order directing the wit- 
ness to answer was erroneous. 
ARTICLE III 
Adoption of Rules 

33. The Supreme Court may 
adopt rules dealing with the ad- 
mission or rejection of evidence, 
in accordance with the proce- 
dures set forth in this article. 

34. The subject matter and a 
tentative draft of a rule or rules 
proposed to be adopted pursuant 
to this article shall be entered 
upon the agenda and discussed at 
a Judicial Conference whose mem- 
bership shall at least include dele- 
gates from the Supreme Court, 
the Appellate Division of the Su- 
perior Court, the judges of the 
Law Division and the Chancery 
Division of the Superior Court, 
the judges of the County Courts, 
the judges of the county district 
courts, the judges of the juvenile 
and domestic relations courts, the 
judges of the municipal courts, 
the surrogates, the State Bar As- 


sociation, the county bar associ- | 


ations, the Senate and General 
Assembly, the Attorney General, 
the county prosecutors, the law 
schools of this State, and mem- 
bers of the public. 

35. The proposed rule or rules 
shall be publicly announced by 
the Supreme Court on September 
15 next following such Judicial 
Conference (or, if such day be a 


|Saturday, Sunday or legal holi- 


day, on the first day thereafter 
that is not), and the court shall, 
on the same day, cause true copies 
thereof to be delivered to the 
President of the Senate, the 
Speaker of the General Assembly, 
and the Governor. 

36. The rule or rules So announc- 
ed and delivered shall take effect 
on July 1 next following; provid- 
ed, however, that all such rules 
shall remain subject to cancella- 
tion at any time up to such effec- 
tive date by joint resolution to 
that effect adopted by the Senate 
and General Assembly and signed 
by the Governor. 

37. Any rule or rules so propos- 
ed or adopted shall be subject to 
change or cancellation at any 
time by statute or by a subsequent 
rule adopted pursuant to this ar- 
ticle. 

38. By joint resolution adopted 
by the Senate and General As- 
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sembly and signed by the Gover- 


the Supreme Court may adopt 


times, or with such effective date, 
or without presentation at a Jud- 
icial Conference, as may be pro- 
vided in the joint resolution. 

39. By joint resolution adopted 


nor with respect to a particular 
rule or rules therein specified, the 
period of time provided in section 
36 during which the same may be 
canceled by joint resolution may 
be reduced or eliminated. 

40. All previous laws or parts of 
laws dealing with the admission 
or rejection of evidence which 
shall be expressly identified by 
footnote to any rule so adopted, 
and which shall be in conflict or 
inconsistent with such rule or 
| rules, or included therein, revised 
or rendered obsolete thereby, shall 
;be of no further force or effect 
after such rule or rules shall have 
taken effect. 

41. No rule adopted pursuant 
to this article shall abridge, en- 
large or modify any substantive 
right or eliminate the right of 
trial by jury. 

42. No rule adopted pursuant to 











able to pending proceedings or 
to existing rights or remedies 
except to the extent that such 
application is fair and practicable, 


tion of contracts or deprive a 
party of any remedy for enforc- 
ing a contract which existed when 
the contract was made. 

43. To the end that rules deal- 


ed, the Supreme Court may pub- 
lish compilations and restate- 
ments thereof which may in- 
clude, in addition to such rules 
as may be adopted pursuant to 
this article, rules established by 
common law, statute, constitu- 
tion or otherwise, together with 
editorial notes, tables and refer- 
ences, and with indications as to 
the source of each such rule. 
Where practicable or desirable, 
the numbering and arrangement 
of such publications shall con- 
form to standard or uniform 
works on the subject, or provide 
cross-reference thereto. 

44. All rules of court heretofore 
| promulgated and which may deal 
| with the admission or rejection of 
| evidence shall be deemed to have 
|the same force and effect as 
|} though thy had been adopted 
| pursuant to this article. 
ARTICLE IV 

Miscellaneous Revisions and 
Repealers 
| 45. Section 2A:81-2 of Title 2A 
|of the New Jersey Statutes is 
|amended to read as follows: 
2A:81-2. When 1 party to any 
| civil action is a lunatic suing or 
| defending by guardian or when 
| 1 party sues or is sued in a repre- 
sentative capacity, [no] any other 





|party [thereto may testify as to 
jany transaction with or state- 
}ment by the lunatic while of 


}sound mind or with or by the 
decedent, unless: 

| a. The guardian of the lunatic 
or the representative of the de- 
| cedent offers himself as a witness 
on his own behalf, and testifies 
to any transaction with or state- 
ment by his testator, intestate or 
| ward, in which event the other 
|; party may be a witness on his 
|own behalf as to all transactions 
| with or statements by the lunatic 
| while of sound mind or by the 
| decedent, which are pertinent to 
| the issue; or 

| b. The action is founded upon 
jany allegation of fraud, breach 
| of trust, willful default or undue 
| influence, in which cases the de- 
|fendant may be sworn and ex- 
amined as a witness on his own 
behalf as to transactions with or 
statements by the lunatic or de- 
cedent. 

| Where a guardian or represen- 
' tative is a national bank, bank, 
| trust company, or other corpora- 
tion, testimony of an officer or 
employee thereof shall be deemed 





and does not impair the obliga-| state, territory, province, county 


nor with respect to a particular | 
rule or rules therein specified, | 


such rule or rules at such time or| 


by the Senate and General As- | 
sembly and signed by the Gover- | 


this article shall be made applic- | 


ing with evidence may be con-| 
veniently presented and arrang- | 





testimony of the guardian or rep- 
resentative within the meaning 
of this section.] who asserts a 
claim or an affirmative defense 
against such lunatic or represen- 
tative, supported by oral testi- 
mony of a promise, statement or 
act of the lunatic while of sound 
mind or of the decedent, shall be 
required to establish the same by 
clear and convincing proof. 


46. Section 2A:81-17 of Title 2A 
of the New Jersey Statutes is 
amended to read as follows: 

2A:81-17. Except as provided in 
section [2A:97-21] 2A:81-21 of this 
Title, a witness shall be privileged 
from arrest in all civil actions, 
and no other, during necessary 
attendance at court or other 
place, required by subpoena pre- 
viously duly served, and during 
his going to and returning there- 
from, allowing 1 day for every 30 
miles from his place of residence. 


Any arrest made in violation of 
the privilege given by this section 
shall be a contempt of the court 
out of which the subpoena issued, 
and the court, may, by an order, 
forthwith discharge the witness 
from arrest. 


47. Section 2A:82-16 of Title 2A’ 


is 


of the New Jersey Statutes 
amended to read as follows: 


2A:82-16. Any public record of 
any foreign State or territory, 
province, county or city, or of any 
court therein or any copy there- 
of, which is admissible in such 


or city, or in any court therein, 
to prove the facts therein con- 
tained, or any duly certified pub- 
lic record of any department of 
the United States Government or 
of any Federal court which is ad- 
missible in any Federal court or 
by virtue of any Federal statute 
to prove the facts therein con- 


tained, shall be admitted in evi- | 


dence in the courts of this State, 
and shall be evidence of the facts 
therein contained, to the same 
extent as though the original 
paper or papers, of which the 
record thereof is a copy, had been 
produced and proved; provided, 
that whenever a copy of such 
record, other than a duly certifi- 
ed copy of any public record of 
any department of the United 
States Government or of any 
Federal court, shall be offered in 
evidence, the same shall not be 
admitted, unless the same shall 
1ave been first exemplified ac- 
cording to the Acts of Congress 
of the United States [; and pro- 
vided, further, that printed copies 
of schedules and classifications 
and tariffs of rates, fares and 
charges, and supplements thereto, 
filed with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, which show 
respectively an interstate com- 
merce number, which may be 
stated in abbreviated form, as 
(EO OR . fc rer and an effective 
date, and tariffs, rates, rules and 
supplements thereto of compan- 
ies subject to the supervision of 
the Federal Communications 
Commission may be received in 
evidence without certification, 
and shall be presumed to be cor- 
rect copies of the original sched- 
ules, classifications, tariffs or sup- 
plements]. Printed copies of (a) 
schedules, classifications, tariffs 
or rates, fares and charges, and 
supplements thereto filed with 
the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, which bear an _ Inter- 
state Commerce Commission 
number which may be shown in 
abbreviated form as I.C.C. No........, 
and an effective date, and 
tariffs, rates, rules, and supple- 
ments thereto of companies sub- 
ject to the supervision of the 
Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, shall be received in evidence 
to prove the contents thereof 
without certification although 
privately printed, and shall be 
presumed to be correct copies of 
the originals unless the contrary 
be shown. 

48. Section 2A:82-27 of Title 2A 
of the New Jersey Statutes is 
amended to read as follows: 

2A:82-27. Whenever the com- 
mon or statute law of any other 
State or country is pleaded, or 


——————————————— 


‘ble with the numbering ar: 


‘hereafter adopted. 
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notice thereof given to the 
and each adverse party at o; 
fore the pretrial conference, 5, 
least 10 days before trial y;, 
there is no pretrial confere,, 
or within such other time a; «;, 
court may fix by order, in ay ;. 
tion in any court of this §,:, 
the court shall take judicia] , 
tice thereof. In the absene. . 
such pleading or notice, j 
be presumed that the 1 
law of such State is the same; 
the common law as interpre:;. 
by the courts of this State — 

49. The following acts and Dar 
of acts and all amendmens; --. 
supplements thereto are } 
repealed: Sections 2A:81-3, 24:3" 
5, 2A:81-7, 2A:81-9 and 2A:3}.: 
of Title 2A of the New Jer: 
Statutes. 

50. The numbering of 
evidence within various tior 
in this act is intended to 
the designation thereof cc 
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ment of the proposed |[ 
Rules of Evidence, to t! 
feasible. Reference w 
tion or sections of this act :; 
“Rule” shall be deemed 
equivalent to a reference to 













designated rule. Rule 2 
not used are reserved for ru: 


"111 








51. No repeal effected by 
act shall operate to r 
statute heretofore repeale 
to impair the obligation on 
tracts made before the effeczy: 
date hereof, nor to depriv 
of any remedy for enf a 
contract which existed when =: 
contract was made. 

52. This act shall be known az 
may be cited as “The nee 
Act, 1960.” 

53. This act shall take effe: 
July 1, 1960, except that 
III shall take effect immediat 
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NOTE li. 

The following is intended : 
a rapid check-list of the n 
in the law of evidence 
take effect on July 1, 1960. 

NOTE 2. 

The rules of evidencé 
ied in the Act apply to all prt 
ceedings, civil or cr lal, cor: 
ducted by or under supervision « 
a court, in which evidence : 
produced; also to forma! hearing 
before administrative agenci: 1ay 
and tribunals (except stat 
ute may provide for relaxing th: 
rules of evidence) “he rul 
dealing with Privileges, 3 
all cases and proceedings, form: 
informal, public or p 
to all branches of g 
and may not be relaxed 
tion 16, Rule 2. 

ARTICLE I. 

This article covers definite: 
Rules 1 through 1/14). These Ge 
initions are essentially in accor 
with present law and Ww 
cluded in the Act mainly to pr 
vide standard meanings for rus 
hereafter promulgated 

Rule 2 deals with the 
the rules (described i: 
above). Rule 2/4) sh 
ed particularly. It provide 
rules included in the 
adopted pursuant t 
repeal any statute by 
The purpose of thi 
to prevent surprise. Rt 
override prior statutes on 
the prior statutes a 



























larly and expressly notea 
ARTICLE II. 

PRIVILEGES il 

Rule 24 changes the rue -- 
what is “incrimination” 9 


element of a crime. 4 
stance which with oth 
support an inference 0! 
or a clue to the discov 
an element or circumsta! 

“Crime” includes 4 
against this State, anotné: 
or the United States. — , 

This broadening of “incr 
ation” is counter-bala 
provision that a matt 
be considered as incr — 
it clearly appears that ther 


(Continued on page 7, ©: * 
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no reasonable cause to appre- 
nend prosecution. 
~ Rule 25 makes clear that the 
rivilege against self-incrimin- 
ation extends to questioning by 
a police officer or other official, 
and is not restricted to question- 
ing at a trial. 
~ Rule 25(c) makes clear what 
believed to be existing law, 
namely, that matters which must 
pe reported, recorded or disclosed 
under laws governing a person’s 
_ activity, occupation, pro- 
n or calling are not subject 
privilege against self-in- 
tion unless the law re- 
the reporting, recording 
0 osure provides that it is 
ectior to be privileged or confidential. 
to kee Rule 25(d) makes uniform the 
omns:. r the accused in a crim- 
l action and a party in a civil 
ction. In either case, if he test- 
fies voluntarily, he may be ques- 
ned on any matter relevant to 
y issue; but this may not be 
l to * used to overcome restrictions on 
yidence going only to credibility. 
ule 26 sets out the lawyer- 
t privileges, now of decision- 
































aph (1) (c) (i) and (ii) 
its eavesdroppers from de- 
ying the privilege. This over- 
es State v. Loponio, 85 N. J. L. 
E & A 1913), and properly so 
view of the development of 
sensitive electronic ears. 

The rule also embraces com- 
munications made through em- 
; of the client and the 
and between client and 











vees 





The privilege must be claimed 
oy the lawyer. It may be claimed 
y the client, his guardian or 
personal representative or (where 
is a corporation) by its 
cessors, assigns or trustees in 
tion. 
change may be involved in 
Rule 26(2)(b), which renders the 
mmunication non-privileged 
t relates to an issue be- 
n parties, all of whom claim 
em dot: ‘iarough the client, whether the 








.U 


alms are by testate or intestate 
+ uccession or inter vivos. 

Rule 26(3)(b) extends the 

vuege to a case where the 

reasonably believes the 





awyer is to be authorized to 
= law in the jurisdiction. 
xing is covers out-of-state confer- 
le rule ences, at least. 
yee rule also creates a pre- 
n that a communication 
n lawyer and client was 
in professional confidence. 
€ 27 embodies the present 
-*Spaperman’s privilege (N.J.S. 
“4 31-10). It makes clear that 
: ans Or agency, as well as 
urce” are privileged. Rule 
s the present applicabil- 
any kind of proceeding 
“8, legislative or administra- 
aS well as judicial). 
‘we 26 may involve a 
g€ insofar as it requires the 
it of both spouses or their 
an or personal represen 
waive the marital privi- 
ivorce, separation or death 
affect the privilege. The 
is that a communication 
is privileged when made 
Qs privileged without re- 
he subsequent changes 
ation between the parties 
€ privilege applies with- 
‘gard to who “spoke” and 
>ned”’, 
settles that if there is 
ed divorce (a mensa et 
communications made 
€r are not privileged. 
29 broadens the present 
penitent privilege so as to 
10t only to “confessions” 
: . Course of the “discipline” 
% rss Particular religion, but 
"lee nfidential communica- 
“S Made in professional char- 
Tt as spiritual advisor in 
Tse of the “practice” of 
n. Persons or practi- 
authorized to perform 
10ns similar to a minister or 
men are added to insure 
“age for Christian Science 
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, and the like. 
The extension is intended to 
|give legal practicality to such 

spiritual and professional guid- 
ance as is involved in resolving 
marital difficulties and the like. 
If such communications are not 
privileged, the effort is badly 
handicapped. 

Rule 34 prohibits the disclosure 
of official information of this 
State or of the United States: 

(a) if disclosure is forbidden 
by or pursuant to statute (e.g., 
corporate tax returns, inherit- 
ance tax returns, etc.); or 

(b) if the judge finds that dis- 
closure will be harmful to the 
interests of the public (e.g., ma- 
terial and data which has not 
yet developed to the point of 
action taken, or the amounts ne- 
gotiated for purchase of land in 
the course of assembling a tract, 
and so on). 

Rule 36 expressly makes it the 
law of New Jersey that a repre- 
sentative of government is priv- 
ileged to refuse to disclose the 
identity of an informer. The rule 
is generally accepted but no case 
in point appears to exist. 

Rule 37 embodies the present 
general rule that voluntary dis- 
closure of part of a privileged 
matter waives the privilege; but 
protects against unintentional or 
uncertain waiver when the dis- 
closure is in the course of exam- 
ination on the stand by provid- 
ing that failure to claim the priv- 
ilege as to one question will not 
waive as to any other question. 

Waiver by contract is also cov- 
ered, and protection against 
waiver by a disclosure which is 
itself privileged or otherwise pro- 
tected, is provided. See, for ex- 
ample, R.R. 4:26-2, R.R. 4:20-2 
and R.R. 4:73. 

Rule 39 probably expresses New 
Jersey law in prohibiting any 
presumption, inference or com- 
ment based on a claimed privi- 
lege, except in the case of a de- 
fendant in a criminal case who 
fails to take the stand after there 
is inculpatory testimony which 
he could presumably deny (Rule 
23, paragraph (4) ). Thus, no in- 
ference follows from claiming the 
lawyer-client, priest - penitent, 
husband-wife or newspaperman’s 
privilege. In such true cases of 
privilege, it may fairly be said 
that the claim of privilege rend- 
ers the question improper. Hence 
no inference should follow from 
the claim. 

The rule expressly provides for 
an instruction to the jury in sup- 
port of the privilege where ap- 
propriate and on request. 

Rule 40(2) establishes the right 
of a witness (who may not be a 
party or the holder of the privi- 
lege) to test the correctness of 
a ruling directing him to answer 
and to have the subsequent con- 
tempt proceeding dismissed if 
the order to answer was wrong. 
This can be done without 
respect for the court. For exam- 
ple, an employee of a person 
owning a secret process may be 
a witness and may be directed 
to answer a question about the 
process. If the order is wrong 
and the answer is given, a valu- 
able property right may be lost. 
Under this rule the witness may 
respectfully decline to answer, in 
the belief that the order is wrong 
and is given standing to test the 
issue. 


is- 


ARTICLE III. 
ADOPTION OF RULES 

Sections 33 through 44 deal 
with the mechanism for promul- 
gation of rules of evidence by the 
Supreme Court in the future and 
have no immediate impact. Note, 
however, section 44 which vali- 
dates rules of court heretofore 
promulgated, thus wiping out 
any question of jurisdiction. See, 
for example, R.R. 4:45-1 through 
4, 


ARTICLE IV. 
MISCELLANEOUS REVISIONS 
AND REPEALERS 

Section 45 amends the Dead 
Man’s Act (N. J. S. 2A:81-2), by 
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| the writ, state sufficient facts to| taining money he had diverted | 
establish prima facie cause Of aC-| because of unrecorded salaries | 


|tion against defendant in at- 


tachment, and must include the | 


form and that pecuniary equities 
| preponderate in favor of his re- 


| . 
|and expenses due him. Reversed 


judtment regarding accounting 


other statutory requirements for| +t, date of action for profits of 
the issuance of the writ. Plaintiff | defendant management company 


did so state prima facie cause 
here where it alleged that non- 


resident defendants had engaged | 


it to secure land for housing site 
and that contract for the pur- 
chase was effected through the 
plaintiff between the vendor and 
the defendants 
fendants then repudiated. While 
purchaser named in contract was 
corporate, plaintiff’s affidavits 
alleged that defendants were act- 
ing individually and that cor- 
poration existed only as nominee 
to take title for defendants. 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted 

In re Armour’s Will, 61 N. J. Su- 
per. 50. 

Paxton v. Musiuk - re Law Div’s 
denial of plaintiff’s motion to 
strike evidence concerning five 
prior Work. Comp. accidents. (See 
54 N. J. Super. 15) 

SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Sarner v. Sarner (A-79-59, decid- 

ed June 6, 1960) 

Affirmed Chanc. Div. judgment 
in favor of plaintiffs for rents 
collected but not remitted in 
stockholders’ action brought by 
defendant’s two brothers who 
each had ten per cent interest 
while defendant had remaining 
interest. 
argument to disregard corporate 











deleting the prohibition against 
testifying, but providing balance 
between the parties by a require- 
ment that the claim or affirma- 
tive defense, when supported by 
oral testimony of a _ promise, 
statement or act of the decedent 
or lunatic, be established by 
clear and ivincing proof, in- 
stead of a mere preponderance. 

Section 46 corrects an errone- 


Te 





ous cross-reference in N. J. S. 
2A:81-17. 

Section 47 amends N. J. S. 
2A:82-16 in order to overcome 


what is considered to be an er- 
roneous construction of the stat- 


u 


ute in State v. Black, 31 N. J. 
Super. 418 (App. 1954), which 


evidently failed to realize that 
I.C.C. tariffs are privately print- 
ed. The amendment makes I.C.C. 
and F.C.C. tariffs, etc., admissible, 
although privately printed, to 
prove the contents, and presumes 
they are correct unless the con- 





trary be shown 

Section 48 amends N. J. S. 
2A:82-27 by allowing foreign law 
to be shown ven though not 


pleaded, so long as notice thereof 
is given to the court and parties 
at or before pre 


trial conference, 


or at least 10 days before trial 
when there is no conference, or 
within such time as the court 


may fix. 
Section 49 repeal 

ing acts: 

N.J.S. 2A:813 Testimony by hus- 
band or wife in criminal cases. 
Now covered by Rule 23(2). 


s the follow- 


self-incrimination. Now cover- 

ed by Rules 24, 25 and 37. 
N.J.S. 2A:81-7 Marital privilege. 

Now covered by Rule 28. 

N.J.S. 2A:81-9. Priest-penitent 
privilege. Now covered by Rule 
29. 

N.J.S. 2A:81-10 Newspaperman’s 
privilege. Now covered by Rule 
a7. 

Section 50 notes that “Rules” 
are numbered within various 
sections to conform to the ar- 
rangement of the proposed Uni- | 
form Rules of Evidence, and per- | 
mits reference to the “Rules” | 
rather than to sections of the} 
Act. | 

Section 51 prevents revival by | 
repeal of a repealer and also pro- 
hibits impairment of the obliga- | 
tions of contracts or deprivation | 
of remedies available when a| 
contract was made. 


which managed 


| property because each of indiv- 


idual plaintiff’s had ceased to be 


la partner in it at the time he 


which the de-| 
|time of their expulsion 


| was expelled by defendant, but 
remanded the matter so that 
proper shares of the plaintiffs 
might be determined as of the 
(RS. 


| 42:1-42). Reversed appointment 


Rejected defendant’s | 


of receiver for collection of judg- 
ment because not needed or 
warranted here where there is 
no proof of fraud, dishonesty or 
incompetence of defendant. Af- 
firmed allowance for services of 
accountant ordered by court to 
examine books as proper for 
purposes of discovery in the ac- 
tion. 

Pellegrino v. Monahan McCann 
Stone Co. (A-567-58, decided No- 
vember 24, 1959) 

Affirmed County Court judg- 
ment which had affirmed Work. 
Comp. Div. judgment in favor of 
petitioner. Petitioner had estab- 
lished that the loss of vision in 
his right eye was causally related 
to his employment as marble 
cutter where he suffered a de- 
tachment of the retina brought 
about by a hemorrhage of the 
eye caused by his shifting a 300- 
pound marble block or by the vi- 
bration produced by the air ham- 
mer he was using to cut the mar- 
ble on his first day’s work for 
the appellant. Held the retinal 
detachment was work-connected 
rather than spontaneous. (Af- 
firmed by Supreme Court, June 
6, 1960.) 

Colfax Manor Gardens, Inc. v. 
Allied Van Lines, Inc. (A-421-59, 
decided June 3, 1960) 

Full digest on page 1. 

State v. Davis (A-281-59, decid- 
ed June 3, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2). 
SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
Small et als v. Tucker et al (Mon- 
mouth Co., C-1707-57, decided 

June 3, 1960) 


Full digest on page 2 


Announcements 


George A. Mauro, Jr. is now 
associated with the firm of Blatz 
and Feiring, 128 West Second 
Street, Plainfield. 





Maurice J. Frank has opened 
offices for the general practice 
of Law, at 921 Bergen Avenue, 
Jersey City. 


corporations’ | 


| Court Dissolves Ban On 
Newspaper Ads Said To 
Influence P | Jurors 


Washington, Pa. (ACCN) — 
| President Judge Roy I. Carson 
| dissolved a temporary injunction 
| obtained by three attorneys that 
restrained local newspapers from 
publishing advertisements the 
attorneys charged tended to in- 
fluence jurors in automobile 
damage suits. 

Carson commented, in refusing 
an extension of the injunction, 
that current jurors probably were 
familiar with the ad because of 
the publicity given the case. 

The advertisement, which ap- 
peared in the Washington Re- 
porter and Observer newspapers 
Muay 24, said that more damage 
suits reached court and awards 
were higher in Washington 
county than in 12 similar coun- 
ties, and the result of such higher 
verdicts was higher insurance 
rates. 

The Washington 
attorneys contended that the 
injunction in question violated 
freedom of the press provisions 
of both the state and federal 
constitutions. 


newspapers’ 


After dissolution of the ban, 
Judge George T. Cummins of the 
Washington county bench, dis- 
missed a damage case he was 
hearing and said he would hear 
no more during the current term 
of court, which runs until June 
13. 

Another judge, David H. Wein- 
er, said he would continue to try 
such cases because “to take cog- 
nizance of this situation to 
impugn the honesty and integ- 
rity of the jurors.” 
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APPRAISER 


REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, 
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A SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
HOME INSPECTION 
CONSULTANTS of N. J. 


A Professional Engineers report 
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Seeking Information? Confidential Investigation 
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Essex County Bar Ass'n Committee 
Appointments 


. 


PROGRAM COMMITTEE 
3 years 
Harrison F. Durand, Chairman 
Samuel S. Saiber, Vice Chairman 
William P. Reiss 
2 years 
Charles Danzig 
John A. Pindar 
Charles B. Niebling 
1 year 
John A, Gleeson 
Norman N. Popper 
Adrian M., Foley 
Overseer 
President, Israel B. Greene 


MEMBERSHIP COMMITTEE 
William O. Barnes, Chairman 
Herbert J. Kenarik 
Joel F. Handler 
William D. Hardin 
Paul T. Murphy 
David N. Ravin 
Lawrence L. Lasser 
V. Seeley Romaine 
Philip Lindeman, Ii 
Andrew Kaufman 


COMMITTEE ON LIBRARY 


3 years 
Roger C. Ward, Chairman 
Leon S. Milmed 
Burtis S Horner, Jr. 

2 years 
Nicholas Conover English 
Harry Schaffer 
Robert A. Matthews 

1 year 
Charles B. Collins 
Mervin G. Wiener 
Perry E. Belfatto 

Overseer 
Trustee, Vincent P. Biunno 
COMMITTEE ON PROFESSIONAL 

RELATIONS 

3 yecrs 
William A. Consodine, 
Bernard Hellring 
Alfred C. Clapp 

2 years 
Fred A. Lorentz 
Jacob T. Friend 
Thomas Glynn Walker 


Chairman 


a Overseer 
nant a Trustee, Nathan Cholodenko 
Eimer F, Holtz COMMITTEE ON THE 


UNLAWFUL PRACTICE 
OF THE LAW 
Herman J. Harris, Chairman 
Samuel Voltaggio 
Felix Rospond 
Samuel Rosenblatt 
Bernard S. Wildstein 
Overseer 
Trustee, Samuel Larner 
COMMITTEE ON CIVIL RIGHTS 
Willard C. Heckel, Chairman 
Morton Stavis 
James C. Pitney 
Frederick B. Lacey 
Overseer Harry Steiner 
' > Joseph Hz on Joseph F. Walsh 
i crete was es | John M. Kaufman 
Overseer 
Trustee, Frank C. O’Brien 
COMMITTEE ON GOLF 
TOURNAMENT 
Saul J. Zucker 
Lloyd G. Beatty 
Charles Danzig 
Overseer 
Trustee, Ernest F. Keer, Jr. 


COMMITTEE ON LAWYERS 


Overseer 

Trustee, James L. R. Lafferty 
AUDITING COMMITTEE 

Samuel Daniels, Chairman 
Joseph Bohrer 
Simon J. Griffinger 

Overseer 
Trustee, Joseph Hayden 

COMMITTEE ON MEMORIALS 

Archie H. Ormond, Chairman 
John H, Yauch, Jr. 
Cl iarles B. Clancy 
Andrew J. Steelman 
Samuel Roessler 











v 


COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION 
SRUMBERG, JSUDLOWE 
& SIGLER 
ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
- OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES 
34° Howe Avenue; Passaic, N. J. 
: Prescott 29-0362. 


7] | 











REFERENCE PLAN AND 
| LEGAL AID 
| William R. Vanderbilt, Chairman 
| Mortimer Katz 
| George H. Callahan 
Overseer 


| Trustee, Frank C. O’Brien 
S @) (Y] F @) N E DELEGATES TO THE COU NCIL | 
| 


OF THE NEW JERSEY STATE 
BAR ASSOCIATION 
Robert Carey, Jr. 

| John J. Clancy 


| Nathan Whitfield 
| Charles R. Hardin, Jr 
| John M. Kaufman 
| Thomas R. Farley 
| Monroe Ackerman 
Nicholas Albano 
| Arthur Gillette 
| A. Milton Jacobs 
Arthur L. Troast 
| Adrian M. Unger 
| COMMITTEE ON INSURANCE 
| Harold D. Feuerstein, Chairman 
| Richard L. Amster 
| Charles R. Hardin, Jr. 
| Robert A. Vanderbilt 
| Roger F. Lancaster 
Overseer 
| Trustee, Marshall Crowley 
| SECTION ON TAXATION 
| William Rowe, Chairman 
| Angelo A. Mastrangelo 
| Harold A. Eppston 
| Harold Kamens 
Frank H. Herzlinger 
David A. Beck 
David H. Wiener 
| Carl Abruzzese 
Maurice Schapira 
| Murry Brochin 
| Jerome E. Stein 
| Norman E. Schlesinger 
Overseer 
Trustee, Ernest F. Keer, Jr. 
SECTION ON POST-ADMISSION 
LEGAL EDUCATION 
David Stoffer, Chairman 
Howard T. Rosen 
Francis W. Thomas 
Aaron Lasser 
| Guy H. Haskins, Jr. 
David B. Schachner 
| Leo Yanoff 
William T. Wachenfeld 
| Mahlon Pitney 
Overseer 
-P., William L. Dill, Jr. 
SECTION ON PRACTICE AND 
PROCEDURE 
| Alfred A. Manson, Chairman 
Saul Tischler 


DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
use of our air-conditioned hearing room. Parking nearby. 
NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 
Diamond 2-1677 Leonard W. Meyer 





LOCATED: 
TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 








LEGAL FOR 
TRUST FUNDS 


Te 


Per 


Annum 


Dividends Compounded 
lelirelac-laba 





Accounts insured 
Up To $10,000. 

Savings received by 

15th of month earn 

from the Ist. 

Save by mail. 

We pay postage both ways. 


ARROW | 


SAVINGS and 


LOAN ASSOCIATION 
120 So. Orange Ave. 
Newark 3, N. J. 





. 


























| 





Alan V. 


| Kesselhaut and Kesselhaut, with 
| offices at 744 Broad St., Newark 2. 


ier St., 


President, Israel B. Greene 
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James F. X. O’Brien 
Merritt Lane, Jr. 
Victor C. L. Hansen 
Abraham I. Harkavy 
John A. Ackerman 
David B. Schachner 
Martin D. Moroney 
SECTION ON LEGISLATION 
Samuel Allcorn, Jr., Chairman 
Isadore H. Colton 
John H. Yauch, III 
Leo J. Berg 
Joseph M. Nolan 
Overseer 
Nathan Cholodenko 
Section on Evidence 
Morris N. Hartman, Chairman 
Hamilton F. Kean 
Max Mehler 
John O. Bigelow 
David H. Yonneff 
William D. Hardin 
Murry Brochin 
Julius Wildstein 
Richard M. Sandler 
Verling C. Enteman 
Elmer J. Bennett 
Samuel Bass 
Professor Alexander D. Brooks of 
the Rutgers Law School will be 
consultant to the Committee 
Overseer 
Trustee, Vincent P. Biunno 
SECTION ON ADMINISTRATION | 
OF THE CRIMINAL LAW 
Jerome B. Litvak, Chairman 
Walter D. . an Riper 
Max Mehler 
Melvin P. Antell 
Philip Sin. -r 
Seymour Klein 
Hyman Halpern 
Charles A. Stanziale 
Irwin I. Kimmelman 
Stephen N. Maska!cris 
Overseer 
Trustee, Marshall Crowley 
COMMITTEE ON GIFTS 
Robert Shaw, Chairman 
Sylvester C. Smith 
Irving Riker 
Joseph Stamler 
Donal C, Fox 
David Stoffer 
Irving Mandelbaum 
Morris Ravin 
Ward J. Herbert 
Andrew B. Crummy 
Overseer 
Trustee, James L. R. Lafferty 
SECTION ON ADMINISTRATIVE 
AGENCIES 
Joseph Jacobs, Chairman 
James E. Fagan 
Ralph Solodar 
Roger H. McGlynn 
Vincent P. Torppey 
Overseer 
Trustee, Samuel A. Larner 
SECTION ON EQUITY 
JURISPRUDENCE 
Everett M. Scherer, Chairman 
Harry Heher | 
John O. Bigelow 
James D. Carpenter 
Daniel G. Kasen 
Josiah Stryker | 
Samuel Kaufman 
Charles Danzig 
Joseph Weissman 
Milton M. Unger 
Alfred C. Clapp | 
Isadore Glauberman | 
Jerome C. Eisenberg | 
Waldron M. Ward 
Michael Chanalis 
James R. E. Ozias 
Dean Lehan K. Tunks 
Dean Miriam T. Rooney 
Julius Stein | 
Herbert J. Hannoch 


Trustee, 








| Fred G. Stickel, Jr. | 


Frank A. Dolan | 

Wilbur M. Rush 

W. Louis Bossle | 

Hon. Edward Gaulkin | 

. Harold A. Price 

. Gerald T. Foley 

. Mark A. Sullivan, Jr. 

. Walter D. Freund 

. Nelson K. Mintz 

. Sidney Goldmann 

. Alexander P. Waugh 

Hon. David A. Pindar 

Julius Wildstein 

Martin Roth 

Morris Ravin 

Clifford W. Starrett 

Leon S. Milmed 

Lowenstein 
Overseer 








Announcements 


George Kesselhaut and Martin 
Kesselhaut have formed a part- 
nership for the general practice 
of law, under the firm name of 


Henry S. Ross and Robert E. 
Gladden, are practicing law un- 
der the firm name of Ross and 
Gladden with offices at 509 Coop- 
Camden, and at Stokes 
Rd., Medford. 





Raff, Sherman & Scheider have 


| moved their law offices from 744 | 


Broad St. to 11 Commerce St.,| 
Newark 2. 





| poration, 


| day made on the application of the under- 
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ESSEX OOUNTY COURT ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION LAW DIVISION — CIVIL 
CIVIL ACTION DOCKET Ry 
FINAL JUDGMENT Civil 


JU DGME NT 


IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION) 


























OF NUNZIO EDWARD CASAMASSINA, ) | IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATION 
sometimes called NELSON E. ) -of- ‘ 

CASAMASSINA, AND or ) BOBBY RAY DIXON, to ass @ 
CASAMASSINA, his wif individually ) | mame of ROBERT RAY ‘ 
and as natural guar au of MICHAEL ) 

CASAMASSINA, LINDA ANN CASA- ) BOBBY RAY DIXON this Jay 
MASSINA and SUSAN THERESA ) | June 1960, made application ¢ 
CASAM: ASSIN A, infants, for leave to ) by duly verified complaint 

i 1¢ the names of ) | to aSsume an 

SON EDW ARD CASS, MARIANNA ) | RAY DIXON, 
MICHAEL CASS, LINDA ANN ) | Ce that 

| CASS AND SUSAN THERESA CASS. ) | provisior 





Fdward Casamassir 
E. Casamas 
wife and 
Ann Casamassina 


a, 
















“to | 








ner né ame, 












elson Edward Cass, Marianna Cass, | 
Cass, Cass and Susan | 
Cass, ¢ » the court 





the pro- 





and prov 
TOstPH G. LYONS 
Ju - Essex ( t 





> | made 







9th June, 1960 
: (a) Nunzio Edward Casa- 
and he is hereby authorized 
name of Nelson Edward 
r na Casamassina n 
authorized 


ay of 





to 


Cass; 





ro she is 





33 























re to assume name of —— 
| Mari ina Cass; (c) Michael r asamasSina, Dated: Jur 
Lin “5 Ann Casamassina and Susan Th ESTATE OF MARTHA R. Mackyo3 
Casamassina be and they are hereby author- feng aa ee ee Pa eee 
Ib — ag ae ‘Ca ne Toes = a pga Pursuant to the order of DAVID g 
ja An ee ene Susan snercsa “Sass, | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Bex 
re id ely; an x the same is hereby approv- 
‘ 9 : . ! t this day made on the application of ti 
9, tha 





1960, and undersigned, Executor of said deceased tote 
is hereby given to the creditors of 
deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
oath or affirmation, their claims and beniaatg 
against the estate of said deceased withy 
six months from this date, or they will & 
forever barred from prosecuting or recovering 
the same against the subscriber. 













4 











en 

















enaeke CARL GOEHRINGER 
ior of St i “Rules in STEIN & HUGHES, Attor 
such case made and provided Jersey Street 
/8/ JOSEPH G. LYONS, et N. J 
J.C.C. ine 16, 23, 30, July 7 
o, Cundari & Soriano, 
s = 
Simonson, Esq. for the Firm NEW JERSEY SUPE! 4! 
e 16 314.22 | CHANCERY DIVISION ‘ 
—_ = Docket = 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY OF S T 





NOTICE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE “oj ‘ 


reby given 














CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION count of the subser 
To all te whom these presente may come, » trust created u r 
Greeting: of the Last W T 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, P. Earle, deceased, for 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 1 E. Johnston, w 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by pe unanimous consent of nl the etock- 
holde sited in my offic 
REALTY COMP ANY 
this State, whose ir 


Nerk 
» Clerk 


rs, de 
Kh: AHAR 
}é corporation oO 
| office lated at No. 
| vard, in the City of Jers 
| Hudson, State of Ww 
rrin, being the age an ! 
upon whom prox ess may be served), 
|} has complied with the requirements of Title 
| 14, Ce rations, General, of Revised Stat- | 
| utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
jing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary «’ |. 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Herei, | *"'' 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
| Thirteenth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
| in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 
executed by all the stockholders | 
thereof, which said consent and the record | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





1962 Huds 


y City 


is sit 








| Gx 


| thereof, 








NEW JERSEY SUP! 
CHANCERY yl erage 























of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file wcket = 
| in my gaid office as provided by law. NOTICE OF T 

IN TESTIMONY WHERDOF, I ice is hereby 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my — ay at —_. 

this Thirtee ‘ of 
(Seal) A.D., one aaa" A. oe 

and sixty. | 

BDWARD J. PATTEN, | 

Secretary of State. | and stated by the 
L.J.—June 16, 23, 30 $2 21.60 | Teporte od for settle 

Superior Court, 
Dated: June 6, 1960 | Court House in the 

ESTATE OF VALENTINO FAENZA, of Essex, Ne 





deceased. 
Pursuant to the order ef DAVID H. WIEN 
ER. Surrogate of the Couaty of Essex, this 


signed, Executors of said deceased. netice is 
| hereby given to the crediters of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscribers. under eath or 
affirmation. their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased witht six 
from this date. or they will be forever Barred 























55 Broad 8 
New York 
Slingerland, 





Smith, 


p - 
Rk 
= 
4 
a 
oc 
> 
° 
a 





frem Dg er ane the same Attorneys for Ac 
CARMELLA, FABNZA 744 Broad St., New 
THE NATIONAL STATE BANK OF | L.J.—June 16, 23, 
LIZABETH, N. J. 


NEW JERSEY SUPER 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Docket 267 


GORDON, MAG KENZIE & WELT. | 
Attorneys 








1143 E. Jersey Street 
Elizabeth, N.J NOTICE OF SETTL} 
L.J.—June 16, 23, 30. July 7. 14 | Notice is hereby given 
Dated: June 13, 1960 | [termeditae Account af 
| peraTE OF ROBERT BROWN, deceased. eae of the trust 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H.| Eighteenth Article of 





| sane of Ellis P. 
benefit of Olive Earle, 1 
stated by the Clerk of the 
3 for settlement to the 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the | 
undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 





said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. urt, Chancery Div 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | House in the C 
demands against the estate of said deceased | Essex, New Jerse 





within six months from this date, or they | day of July, 1960 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or | application will a 
recovering the same against the subscriber. | ti 1e allowance of 

BET LAH LANE | 











LA Ss 8s. = torney eS 
17 Academy Street’ are st Compe 
Newark 2, N. J. t 
L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7, 14 | St 
Dated: June 9, 1960 Smith, Slingerland, Holtz 
ESTATE OF ANNE SAMSON, deceased. | Attorneys for A 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 744 Broad N.J 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, July 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of said | 
deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they | 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or | 
recovering the same against the subscriber. | 


23. 30, 


L.J.—June 16. 


LEGAL SIZE FILE CABINET 


USED & NEW 
Full Suspension—"A" oe 
Complete Line of Office Equipm SE 
EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHS 

















pant DAVID BROMBERG 

AMES P. LORDI, Attorney rsoB, 
11 Hill Street | 200 Montgomery St, Pate 
Newark 2, N. J. LA 3- 6153 
L.J.—June 16, 23, 30. 14 ! 








RUTH H. KNARR GERARD J. RICHARDS 


KNARR & RICHARDS 
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


54 Welland Ave., Irvington 11, N-J. Box 121A RD2, Newtos. 
ESsex 5-5875 DUpont 3-459! 


Efficient and Cooperative Service, Anywhere, Anytime | 


NJ. 





Prompt, 
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LEGAL NOTICES 








MATE OF NEW JERSEY 
. TMEN’ 


AR 
conti ICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 


. Lt appears to my satisfaction. 
uthenticated record of the proceed- 
+ the voluntary dissolution thereo/ 
e eeened | ee = all ee stock - 











A 
Fars 4 and in charge the 
rocess 


th the i of Title 14. 
= Revised Statutes 


rafcate “a Dissclu tion. 


of the Gate of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
mt that the = corporation did. on the 
Jun 


executed and attested I 
iting ‘to the dissolution of said cor- 





“which sald consent and the record 
roceedings aforesaid are now on file 
id office as provided by la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 

pave hereto set my hand and ,at- 
fixed my oficial geal. 


E EDW ARD J. PATTEN 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
‘ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
0 whom these presents may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
d ay au sthsntionted record of the proceed- 


m 


= 


the  pnanimous consent of all the 
ers, deposi ted in *, wae that 


0 


fe 


nt pn and in charge pein 
. t process may be served). 
ar with the gee aa of Title 








a that the sald corporation’ did. 


ath aly eeacnted and ‘aad consent 


consent and the record 
roceedings ——— are now on 


have hereto set my hand and af- 





EDW ARD J. PATTEN. 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
fFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come 





§ It appears to my satisfactic 
c tiecated record of the proc seed 


‘ted in my yeni that 











ta Ww 
> gai 4 cort wration’ did. 
7 f 





ecut ed and “attested consent 




















TE OF NEW JERSEY 
_VEPARTMENT OF STATE 

“ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

salted whom these presenta may come. 








appears te my satisfaction. 












erin may be served), 
the requi rements of Title 

s of Revised Statutes 
ey preliminary to the issuing 
értificat te of Dissolution. 





ur State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
dlr scsg ~ sald Digi = ya aid, on the 


and etmnet consent 
said consent and the 
+ oceedings aforesaid - now on file 
led b: 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
ve hereto set my hand and af- 
one. g w.. im bu nde 
Wik J. EeeeEe, 








wate of the County of Essex, 
the application of the 


by given to the creditors of 
exhibit to the subscriber. 
t affirmation, their claims and 
St the estate of said deceased 
hs from this date, or they 
ver barred from prosecuting or 
same ——— the subscriber 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


OF NEW JERSEY 


(L.S.) THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
to JAMES SAKER, his heirs, de- 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT visees and personal representatives 
To all to whom these presents may come,|To all to whom these presents may ceme,| BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION and his, their, or any of their 
Greeting: Greeting: To all to whom these presents may come, successors in right, title and in- 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. Greeting: St 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, a Defendants 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | izes for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- oe forthe voluntary dissolution aes 

holders. deposited in my office that 

» CORPORATION deposited in my office, that 
“ ne 4 CLARENCE REA 
a corporation of this State, 
office is situated at No. 
in the City of N 
State of New Jersey 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), 
of Revised Statutes complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, 
preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. | NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | that such consent has been fi 
NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | |, NOW THEREFORE, 
id corporation did, on the | TEN, Secretary of State of the State of 
, 1960, file in my | New Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the 
ed’ and attested consent | said corporation he S 
office a duly executed and attested consent | im writing to the dissolution of said cor- | June, 1960, file : 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | Dboration, executed by all the stockholders | ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | thereof, which said consent and the record | the dissolution of said corporation, executed 
thereof, which eaid consent and the record | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | by more than two-thirds in interest of the 
which said certificate 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
INVESTMENT CORPORATION OF 
NEWARK, N. J 
a corporation of this State, 
¥ 





ANZAC LEATHI 
ja corporation of this State, whose principa 
whose principal | office is situated at No. 118 Adams Street, 
office is Situated at No. 3 Broad Street, | i in the City Newark, County of Essex, 
I ity of Newark, County of Essex, | State of New Jersey (Victor Zeitlin, 
State of New Jersey (William L. Brower, | being the agent therein and in charge thereo 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | upon whom process may be served). has 
upon whom process may be served). has | complied with the requirements of Title 14 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Corporations, General 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes | of New Jersey, R eliminary to the issuing 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | 9f this Certificate of Dissolution. 


















State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | Certify that the sai 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | Eighth day of 


Tenth day of June 1960, file n my | Office a duly exec 














of the proceedings a are = on file | in my said office as provided by law. stockholders thereof, 

n my said office as provided by IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
IN TE STIMONY WHEREOF. I have hereto set my hamd and af- | are now on file in my said office as provided 
have hereto set my hand and af- fixed my offi jal seal, at Trenton, | by law. 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, this I ’ f June, A.D., | IN TESTIMONY 
this Tenth day of Tune (Seal) one tho musand nine hundred and| have hereto 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred sixty. | fixed my 
and sixty. EDWARD J. PATTEN. this Sixth 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. Secretary of State. | (Seal) one thousand 
Secretary of State. L.J June 16, 2 0 $21.60 | sixty. 

J Inne 16, 23. 30 $21.60 EDWARD 
| STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Dated: June 9, 1960 | DEPARTMENT OF STATE LJ June 16, 
ESTATE OF ERNEST WE STE Tt deceased CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION -—— ———$—$———————— 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H./T7o all to ‘whom these presents may come, | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
WIENER, Surrogs 





this day made the application of the | WHEREA AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ndersigned, Executrix of eaid deceased. | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ce is hereby given to the creditors of |1!ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof Greeting: 








d 










months from this date, or they | a corporation of 
¥ forever barred from prosecuting or| office is situated 
recovering the same against the subscriber.| in the City of New , Si J 
MARIE CC. WESTER | State of New Jers Reuben P. Gold- 





a rporation of 














HUGHES, HARTLAUB & THORN n, being the gent therein and in offic is situated at No. 
Attorneys charge thereof, ‘up 1 whom process may be| “ue, in the Borough of Cliffside 
57 Union Place served), has « 1 th the requirements| of Bergen, State 
Sur . 3.2 of Title 14, Cc orn tions, General, of Revised | Vinges, Sr., being 
LJ June 16, 23, 30, July 7, 14 Statutes of New Jé« y, preliminary to the| charge thereof, 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. served), has c 
NOW, THEREFORE I, the Secretary of | of T 
UNION COUNTY COURT pao Ag = — of New Jersey, Do Hereby t 
> DIVISIO ‘ertify that the said ce poration did, on the | /ssuing t 
pieenaas van Third day of J 196 id, on the | NUW THEREFORE, 
Civil Action office a duly executed and atte sted consent | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
IUDGMENT in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | Vertify that the’ 


poration, executed by all the etockholderas | Seventh day of 
thereof, which said consent and the record | vilice a duly exe 
> of the proeeedings aforesaid are now on fle | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
; in my said office as provided by law | poration, executed by all 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I | thereof, which said censent and the record 
have hereto set my hand and af- | of the proceedings aforesaid are new on file 
| in my said office as provided by law. 
| IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, 


In the Ma of the 
f EDWARD. “ZDUN 
nar of EDWARD 
















45 Branford Place, 


of Revised Statutes, 


led. 
» EDWARD J. PAT- 


set my hand and af- 


Sec a 1 State. 


te of the County of Essex,| Greeting DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
| OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| To ail to whom these presents 
ceased to exhibit to the subseriber, | by the unanimous consent of all the etock-| WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
oath or affirmation, their claims and| holders. deposited in my office that | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
against the estate of said deceased | GROSS DISTRIBUTING CORP. |} ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
5 te, wl iz the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
ot, | volders, deposited in my office that 
| DINGES TRUCKING C 
} ’ 
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smn plied 








said corporation did, on the 






















WHEREAS, It appears to 





ote DWARD ZDUN, nM fixed my official seal, at ar We 
June, 1960 ar to t this ‘Third f June, 
rt by duly ap f 4 | (Seal) one thousa d py 
judgment t assume r name to wit sixt 
BDWARD CIDERN, it appearing t EDWARD J. PATTEN, this Seventh 
the that he omp ied v al Secretary of State. (Seal) one thousand 
r ns of the Statute R.S. 2A:i L.J.—June 16, 23 J 7 $28.35 | sixty. 
he Court being satisfied there ——____. ——$—$$__. EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
there are no reasonable objections | STATE OF NEW JERSEY | Secretary « State. 
yh siiac 'Sibbtel. dimes Ge kent , eR DEPARTMENT OF STA TE ™ L.J.- June 16, 23, 
4 tia . t as . os SE oO IS 
ADIT. DG E 'D thé at EDWARD ZDUN be | To all to whom these pr riowinrt stony come STATE 
a rized t Greeting: DEPARTMENT OF E 
DW vAR D IDE RN satisfaction. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


| ty duly anthenticat 

















& M. CONSTRUCTI INC |}ings for the voluntary 
‘orporat f ¢ < whoxe incipal by the unanimous consent 
J i 4 Sth Street. in | bolders. io posited A my ofice “that 
Ju Pridt cel es M. R. 
‘ K : 
(y 

0 ssuing | « 
ig aes ea $3.46 | NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of prs 


State of the State of New Jersey, Iho Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 








NOW, 





office a duly executed 
in writing to the dissolution { said cor-| Eighth day of 
poration, executed by all the -<tockholders | ofice a 

thereof, which said consent and the record 


























nD 
d of the proceed- | To ali to whom these 


ngs for the voluntz issolution thereof | Greeting: 
by the unanimous isent i “all the stock- WHEREAS, It appears to my 
holders. deposited in my fice that by duly authenticated record ¢ 











Seventl j f THEREFORE - 

Re oe ee es in ™¥ | State of the State of New ‘ame Do He “reby 

and attested consent Certify that the sai 2 corporatic a 
Ju 1¢ 


duly exec an and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution 














of the proceedings 1 ar on file ate as 2 
ih + sae = in mv said office as ded by jaw. eee Bh agence by 
MOLINA IN TESTIS [ON x WHEREOF, l of the proceedings aforesaid are 
NNE MOLINA have hereto set my hand and af- | in my said office as provided by. 
Ee Shbie’ acon fixed my official seal. at Trenton. IN TESTIMONY 
P eiaaiiaw . — June, A.D., | have hereto 
Seal) one t! ousand nine hundred and | fixed my official 
Da Molina and cnt J. PATTEN ; this Eig 
SELINE MOLINA, Secretary a State 40 (Seal) iro thousand 
pone eda PAG 1.60 EDWARD J. 
A > nee Secretary of State. 
oda 4 STATE OF NEW JERSBY L.J June 16, 23, 3¢ 
ip ciegea ti ace DEPARTMENT OF STATE — -—___-—— 
gece aie Jersey ee i 628 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ine 16 3, 30, July 7 249-5" To all to whom these presenta may come, DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
eae ~ Greeting: CERTIFICATE 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 72 a! to whom 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- Greeting: 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef | 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited Mn my office that 








AEGIS LA? CORPORATION holders. deposited 
: a corporation of this State, whose principal | THE CREWE 
S ofllce 18 pelieh ’ oe vi si n Strect, | a corporation of 
\ ae. 3 ounty Of | office is situated at 
State of New r G. Tapley | Street, in the City of Eas 

yr, being th gent there and in} Essex, State of 3 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be | rewe, being the 
ee | ny {ee ee with the requirements | thereof, upon w! 











of Title 14, Corpora 
Dated: June 1, 1960 | Statutes ‘F New J 
ESTATE OF KAROLINE R. CAIRNS, issuing of tl 7 





erti 


f Dissolution. of New Jersey, 





undersigned, Executor of said deceased, oliee a duly exeeutad and ‘aaaed consent | Eighth day of 


notice is hereby given to the creditors of in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | office a duly peiros: and aeuned pokes 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber, poration, executed by all the stockholders | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


under oath or affirmation, their claims and thereof, which said consent and the record | poration. executed 
ae against the estate of said deceased of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | thereof. which said consent and the record 











in six months from this date, or they in my said office as provided by law. of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or ‘ IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, 1 |!" my said office as provided by 
recovering the same against the subscriber. have hereto set my hand and ef 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | have hereto 
STEELMAN, LAFFERTY, ROWE & this Eighth d f Jae f0 fixed my 


McMAHON, Attorneys 








WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfact 
by duly authenticated 
ings for the voluntary 

| by the unanimous consent 





General, of Revised | has complied with “the 


scquireniandn of Title 
preliminary to the! 14. Corporations, General, 


of Revised Statutes 


( ate 
deceased NOW THEREF ORE. I, the Secretary of of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H./| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NOW. THEREFORE, 

WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, = that the said cort poration did, on the | State of the State of New Jersey, 
this day made, on the application of the ghth day of Ju f in my | Certify that the said commareon -_ on the 


IN TESTIMONY 
set my hand and 


this Eigiit! 





24 Commerce Street Pore coe thousand mine hundred Sud} (geal) = thousand 
ee 2. } Tie ene aia EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
L.J.—June 9, 3, 23, 30, uy 4 Seeretery of State } Secretary < State. 
L.J.—June 16. 2% $21.60 | L.J.—June 16, ‘ 
Dated: May 10, 1960 
ESTATE OF GERTRUDE M. JONES, ted: May 27, 1960 Da 
deceased. ESTATE OF VILETT A BAUM, deceased. | ESTATE OF ISRAEL 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. Pursuant to the sr of DAVID H.| deceased 





WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex.| WIENER, Surrogate tt e County of Essex, Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- | 
this day made on the application of the| this day made on the application of the | ER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
of i deceased, | day made on the application of the under- 
the creditors of | Signed, Administrator of said deceased, notice 
the subscriber, | '8 hereby given to the creditors of said de 
their claims and | Ceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
oath or nates. b gen Pig mn -— —- 
Sart «Pome against the estate of said deceased within six 
within six months from this date, or they months from jute date, or they will be for- 
pe “ - ever bar rom prosecuting or recovering 
JOHN L. JON a pvering the same against the subscriber. | the same acainet the subscriber 
Y 





20 le rsigned, Executors of said deceased, | .pgorsignes cutor 
notice hereby given to the creditors of | ag = 1, _ Executor 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, | said deceased to exhibit 
ider oath or affirmation, their claims and 4 aa OF affirmat 
demands against the estate of said deceased | "2der oa oe “lpaggia 
within six months from this date, or they | J¢mands against the 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or . 
recovering the same against the subscribers. | Will be forever barred 








ate of said deceased 





from prosecuting or 


THE HOWARD SAVINGS — THE HOWARD SAVI NGS INSTITUTION 





CHANALIS, LYNCH & MALON CHANALIS, LYNCH & MALONEY, KESSLER, KBSSLER & HARRINGTON, 
Attorneys | Attorneys Attorneys 

9 Clinton Street 9 Clinton Street 80 —— Street 

Newark 2, N. J Newark 2, N. J. = Newark 2, 


L.J.—May 19, 26, June 2, 9, 16 L.J.—June 9, 16, 23, 30, July 7 L.J.—May 38. ‘Inne 2. 9. 








You are hereby summoned and required to 
serve upon Gassert, Murphy & rassert, 
Plaintiffs’ attorneys, whose address is #830 
Broad Street, Newark, New Jersey, an 
answer to the complaint filed in a civil 
action in which Roman Catholic Diovese of 
Newark and Pontifical Society for t 
Propagation of the Faith in Home and 
Foreign Missions are plaintiffs and James 
Saker, his heirs, devisees and personal 
representatives and his, their, or any of 
their successors in right, title and interest, 
are defendants, pending in the Su ; 
Court of New Jersey within 35 
July 7, 1960 exclusive of such 
you fail to do so, judgment by def 
be rendered against you for the relief de- 











manded in the complaint. You 
your answer and proof of service 
cate with the Clerk of the Superi 





State House, Annex, Trenton, New J 
in aceordance with the rules of v 
tice and procedure. 

The action has been institute 
purpose of obtaining judgment, 
ing and determining the rights of 
to thiS suit in and to land 
described in the complaint located 
Waverly Place, in the Ci 
Essex County, New Jersey, — 
that the def peg ts have no estat 











right in, lien or encumbrance in said premi- 
ses, by reason of a mortgage ‘the reon dated 
July 12, 1901 made he Hanora E 












as mor gor, single, to James Sake as 
mortgagee You are made a defe1 be 
cause by virtue of said mortgage you may 





have or claim an eState 





in, n yr oencumbra n r 
deseri ribed in the complaint 
Dated: June 8th, 1960 

I. Grant 

Clerk of th rl 
LJ June 16, 23, 30, Jt $27.51 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 





2 | Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the preceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, —— in my office that 

M-JAY CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ed 


| office is sit at No. 68 Hudson Street, 





ity Hoboken, County of Hudson, 
| State of New Jersey (Samuel J. Davidson, 





} bei the ag ierein and in charge 
| thereof, upon whom process may be serv- 
}ed) has complied with the requirements 


of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
| issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighth day f June, 1960 
office a duly executed and pe eon consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 


| thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


| in my said office as provided by law 


IN TESTIMONY WHERDEOF, |! 

have hereto set my hand and a’ 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton 

this tighth lay < June 1D 
(Seal) en thousand nine hundred and 

six 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 








SHERIFF'S SALE 
ERIOR (CHAN D-11 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEI 
y NCERY DIVISION i 
ET NO. F 1422-5 
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Dated: May 12, 196¢ 
REGIN A F. HEIN, deceased 
the order of DAVID H 


f the ¢ 





the appli cati 
rs 





same against the su bs riber 
JULIUS E. KRANTZ 
THE NATIONAL NEWARK & 
BANKING COMPANY OF NEW 
STANLEY L. GEDNEY, JR., Attorr 
525 Main Street 
East Orange, N. J 
L.J.—May 19, 26, June 2, 9, 16 












Dated: May 10. 1960 
ESTATE OF JAMES R. CHALMERS 
deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID BH 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Exsex, 
this day made on the application af tbe 


| undersigned, Executor of said deceased. 


notice is hereby given to the creditors of 

said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 

under oath or affirmation, their claims and 

demands against the estate of said deceased 

within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber. 
SAUL TISCHLER 

SAUL TISOHLER, Attorney 

868 Broad Street 

Newark 2, 








B. 2. 
| L.J.—May 19, 26, June 2, 9, 16 
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SS to whom these presente may come, . to whom these presente may com: wie to whom these presente may come, |To all to whom these presents may come, | To all . whom these presents may Come, : 
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WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | WHEREAS, It appears to my sat at 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- by duly authenticated record of the —, by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of ‘a toe ee 7 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof sag ge Re renal of all the atock- ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution ther E204 
by the unanimous —— of all the stock- holders, deposited in my office that by the unanimous consent of all th- stock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the wu = je gg of all the Steet uc 
holders, deposited my office t BEMAN - MORRIS PLAINS, INC. holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that holders, “ieee Office that ‘ aa 
pe... "SNTERPRISES, ag a corporation of this State, whose principal SOLVENTS TRANSPORT, INC. ; MT. CEDAR AVE. REALTY OO. a owe BONALD’ & CO., INC fic 
orporatio his § » One No. : . s a corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal | @ corporation o: is te, whose pri aten 
office is situated at No. 80 Mulberry Street, clive is aiteated at No. Seuth ced Gaventh | Oise is altiated at No. 1055 Route sa oe 


office is situated at No. 453 West 4th Avenue, 

































office is situated at No. 312 Weart Avenue . ‘ “ 
4 : *] in the City of N k, © f ex, . 
in the Township of Lyndhurst, County of Ber- ics oe Vth PRecriecyy bho en in the Borough of Roselle, County of Union, | Streets, in the City of Passaic, County of| in the City of Clifton, County of Pasa, 
gen, State of New Jersey (Rose Delmonico, being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | State of New Jersey (Constance Nieske, | Passaic, State of New Jersey (Walter Marut,| State of New Jersey (Emil Novy 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | yoon whom process may be served). has | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | being the agent therein ont in charge being the agent therein and in charge themg 
upon whom process may be served), has | complied wie the requirements of Title 14, | upon whom process may served). has |ctpon whom process be served), has | upon whom process be served) by 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | complied with the siguiente = Title 14, | complied with the requirements 5 of Title 54 ak 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Corporations, General, of Rev Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statrry oe 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of this Certificate of Dissolution. of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | °f New Jersey, ery to. the ‘amin “SC 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. sata 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary y MB corti 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Certify that the said corporation did. on the | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | gtate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do 5 Certs 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | Twenty-third day of May, 1960, file in| Certify that the said corporation did. on the | Gooey that the said corporation did, on the | Certify that the said corporation did en — 
Twenty-third day of May, 1960, file in my | my office a duly executed and attested consent | Twenty-fifth day of May, 1960, file in my| monty third day of May, 1960, file in my| Tyenty-third day of May, 1960 ani. 
office a duly executed and attested consent |im writing to the dissolution of said cor- | (fice a duly executed and attested consent} (9.0 3 duly executed and attested consent | Office a duly executed and atte ret 
i riting to the dissolution of said cor- | poration, executed by all the stockholders | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- ; in writing to the dissolution of —_ 
ae 7% : thereof, which said consent and th rd | poration, executed by all the steckholders | 12 writing to the dissolntion of said cor-| 0 i“ recuted by all : ae 
poration, executed by all the stockholders . a ie Teco sapelaae hI tr ee 9 poration, executed by all the stockholders | POration, execu 7 the coca ¢ th 
thereof, which said consent and the record | °f the proceedings aforesaid are ped on file | thereof, which said Fane and the ae thereof, which said consent and the record | thereef, which said consent and the rece : oF 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 2 my said office as provided by la of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file oe the anemia einen are now on file | Of the vroceedings aforesaid are now og ¢, i 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I} in my said office as provided by law. e DI Lid in my said office as previded by law 
in my said office as provided by law. have hereto set my hand and af- IN| TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I/ 1m my said office as provided by law IN TESTIMONY WHER 
IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I! fixed my Oficial seal. at Trenton have hereto set my hand and af- IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I have hereto ost my EOr, 
have hereto set my hand and af- this Twenty-third day of May. fixed my official seai, at Trenton have hereto set my hand and af- fixed my official seal and ree wv : 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and this Twenty-fifth day of May, fixed my official seal, at Trenton, this Twenty-third day cru = 
; this Twenty-third day of May, sixty. (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and this Twenty-third day of May,!/ (seal) A.D., one thousand 5 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and EDWARD J. PATTEN. sixty. a (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and fifty-nine ; 
sixty. eeretary of State. EDWARD J. PATTEN and sixty EDWARD J. PATTEN 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. L.J.—June 2, 9, $28.35 | Secretary of State. iS EDWARD J. PATTEN, Secretary of State. = 
Secretary of State. L.J.—June 2, 9, 16 $21.60 Secretary of State. L.J.—June 2, 9 — 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY __ DEPARTMENT OF STATE _ DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF MAE ©. PALARDY, deceased DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF STA CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


To all to whem these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the applieation of the 
Administrator of said deceased, 


TE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 


~s, to whom these presents may com 





WHEREAS, It appears to my 


Satisfaction 






























































Greet 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proc undersigned, tha a 
by duly euthentionted record = the proceed- | inxs for the voluntary dissolution thereof |ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | notice is hereby given to the creditors of Mg ggg ie Atel i. oe 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | Said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber iy thes enaiieiccia ‘consent pri thera 
by th imo ont of all the etock- | bolders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in mv office that under oath or affirmation, their claims and 4 
y the unanimous consent of a e BEMAN - UNION. INC . Soe “ de i ‘ainst the estate of said deceased, | bolders, deposited my office 
holders, deposited in my office that 2M A} N, INC. - 2 HADCO CORPORATION emands agains e es of sa ece ° PEQUANNOC 5 a ty ACHINE 
Se OINT REALIEY OO. a corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal | within six months from this date, or they ‘ f this 8 I 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | fice is situated at No. 80 Mulberry Street, | office is situated at No. 7 Tonnelle Avenue, | Will be forever barred from prosecuting or PPPOE pili Pa a "Nc tate, wh 
fice is situated at No. 400 Trumbull Street, | in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, | recovering the same against the subscriber. | 0 UC) 'S o Sein ee CS 
ie —plleretz . . or ve -rse . >. Kesele 3 THE y SAVIN Is n the City of Passaic, Cour 
in the City of Elizabeth, County of Union, | State of New Jersey (Kicnard F. Kessler, | State of New Jersey (Harry A. Delaney, Sr., THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION State t a 
State of New Jersey (David Ross, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | PATRICK J. GAHAN, Attorney Bald e tate sh tanita ak feta ett Berr 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | UP02 Whom process may be served). has / upon whom process may served). has} 24 Commerce Street u ~~ aa rocess ma. > ols 
upon whom process may be served), bas complied with the requirements of Title 14. | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Newark 2, N. J. pe an m,.: nay served), bas 
14, | CoTporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | L.J.—June 9, 16, 23, 30, July 7 mp hid e requirements of Title 14 
complied with the requirements of Title > - Oo: {o’ Ge 1, tala 
C tions. General. of Revised Statutes |°* New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing rpora tions, neral, of Revised Statz 
ae her Soave  peotaainaty to the jesuing | °* this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. of New Jersey, preliminary to the ismaig 
on tate jusseente a? ‘Diseclution. _.NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of Dated: May 17, 1960 | °f this Certificate of Dissolution 
sow SEEREPORD the Decrease of State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | ESTATE OF WILLIAM BAUMER, deceased.| NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | ‘Tetniy ae 2 “ge ag gue gn the | Certify that the said corporation did, on the Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hersty 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | my oan a a pe A IE pe PR ae sity Pai Leola bis May, 1960, file in my| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, | Certify that the said corporation ¢ id, on the 
Twenty-fifth day of May, 1960, file in my | it t 7 Ss dlaaotat ested consent | office a duly executed and attested consent | this day made on the application of the under-| Twentieth day of May, 1960, 11 
mia a duly sxeroted ‘and attestel cdiwest| cyte en ee utien of said cor-|in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| signed, Executor of said deceased, notice is| office a duly executed and attest: t 
: ae. a pees Tice Be gy Eppes —- a, by all yo ig enggenooen poration, executed by all the stockholders | nereby given to the creditors of said deceased | {n writing to the dissolution of said cor: 
poration, “executed by all the stockholders | of the proceedings aforesaid are Rn Jecant | thereof, which said consent and the record | to exhibit to the subscriber, under oath or| poration, executed by all the stockholdes 
thereof, which said consent and the record | in my said office as provided by law ” Le eee eee eee a ‘law on file | aMrmation, their claims and demands against | thereof, which said consent and the rem 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on ihe IN’ TESTIMONY, WHEREOF. 1 in my = bg 1 | the estate of said deceased within six months of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fs 
in my said effice as provided by law. have hereto set my hand and af havea hereto oat my Sank cana ae) boo this date, or they will be forever barred | in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I fixed my official seal. at Trenton axed ae tal "eoal » t Trenton, | ‘TOM prosecuting or recovering the same IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, ! 
have hereto set my hand and af- this Twenty-third day of May, this Nin cmanthi sar of May, | 88ainst the a. BAUMER — my. official = = at. 
Seal) .D o Oo ur ss LA 4 AUVs my offic seal, at Tren 
Saet Reeney arta dag of May, | on ana sistg” neneé Sine Rendred | (Seat) AD. one, thonsend ‘sine bundred lauRWerT B. ZIMMERMAN, Attorney a Gon 2, 
(Sea one thousand nine hundred and EDWARD J. PATTEN. EDWARD 7° PATTEN 24 Commerce Street (Seal) A.D., one thoneand ne bend 
sixty Secretory of State. Secretary . of State. Newark 2, N. ; = and sixty ) 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. L.J.—June 9, 16, 23 $28.35] 1.3.—June 2 $21.60 | L.J.—May 26, June 2, 9, 16, 23 EDWARD J. PATTEN ny line 
Secretary ef State. Secretary of State. tas: four 
- June 2, 9. 16 $21.60 ceniaa iia SEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY L.J.—June 2, 9, 16 $18 ge 
Tha TE . —_ " — DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
M8 1 DEPARTMENT OF STATP CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION sete a ee 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY ‘ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL UTION To all to whom these presents may come ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE To all to whom these presente may come. | 1°, att, to whom these presents may come.| Greeting: LAW DIVISION oh 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION “Greeting: ee nner ne WETREAS, It apvcare to tar sttlafection. | ge oe eect spnente te. mz eatintaction —_ TICE i 
Ui ; rREAS pare ‘ , uly authentica CO o : 7 
sd sities eaeinoalenr taki io a aoe a ated rec ge 4 agra by dulv authenticated record of the proceed ll tg the gong qioseiution “aemeet In the Matter of the atic D 
WHEREAS It appears to my satisfaction, | ings fo = record of the proceed: | inge for the voluntary dissolntion thereof | by the unanimous consent of all the etock- |of AARON DAVID BERNST: IN rd 
S, It appe b A + wood ings for the vol luntary dissolution thereot hv the unanimous consent of all the stock-| holders. deposited in my office that for change of name ze twe 
ge Mg = ge ei BO lg mes unanimous consent of all the stock- | holders, denosited in my office that J. P. REALTY ©0., INC. AARON DAVID GRAFF. Bing I 
et oneal a CANDIDS, INC. a corporation of this State, whose principal | Sqcorhoration of this. State, rhose principal | TAKE NOTICE that, the undersisset vf 
nel » nse “ee ted i , pee this » whos incipe TE ii eect tated bs ee . inc ys" | office is situated at No. Academy Street, 1 Sssex Coun 
= SS ee v ae Seowion. INC og oe pateeeet Gave, »ffice ted at No. 77 Passaic Avenue. /in the City of Newark, County of Essex, mpd Pd - son scan ‘ 
: f this State, whose principal Newark, County of Essex, 7 = ad Ne ego ae om State of New Jersey (James N. Pappas,|the forenoon at the Court 
ad 80 Mulberry Street, | State of New Jersey (iichard F. Kessler. | S'ate of New Jersey (Barnett | Berr, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | City of Newark, New Jersey, | 
of Newark. County of Eesex being the agent therein and in charge thereof, |." the agent therein and in charge thereof. | upon whom process may be served). has ment authorizing him to assum 
f New Jersey (Richard F. Keesler.| pon whom process may be served). has | C00"), rom, process may be served). has | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | o¢ AARON DAVID GRAFF 
f New Jer ’ — Ti ce Snir ype ggg on pe Title 14 complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes AARON DAVID BERNSTEIN 
be agent therein and in charge "i om —_ “ a it a quire: - _— itle id. Cornorations, General. of Revised Statutes |o¢ New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing Atiasuce of the Applicant 
whom process may be served). 8 « * ations, General. of evis Statutes [of New Jersey. preliminary to the fasuine | 4¢ shia Certificate of Dissolution ! ey of LP ate 
with the requirements of Title 14, of ew Jers be nary to the issuing | of this Certificate of Dissolution. NOW, THEREFORE, the Secretary of IRWIN 8S. MARKO 
orations, General. of Revised Statutes of ow. Certiteate of 1) a he a ele NOW THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby oa i 
. Preliminary to the issuing tate at de New’ e “ ote y s State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Certify that the said corporation did, on the eaneck, } ew ot. ae si ine 
ficate of Dissolution. hs re Pag - ? ~— = ew — oe go Certify that the sald corporation aid. on the | Twenty-fifth day of May, 1960, file in my L.J.—May 26, June 2, 9, 1 : 
é ‘acon a a. ody ag 3 Ms Tw = Berge ay “nS 7960. Sle in| Dwentieth cogil xe gh cies = = me office a duly executed and attested consent HE 
of the State of New Je q f D1] office a duly exeented ane tested consent | + : 1 : ae THE 
bat the said corporation did, on the | ™Y Office a duly executed and attested consent | in writing to the dissolntion of aald cor- gy A om a yp Ba DEPARTMENT OFS’ ATE EY. 
<i day of May, 1960, file in |i writing to the dissolution of said cor-|noration. exeented by all the stockholders thereof, which sald consent and the record CERTIFICATE OF DISSOI  CTION LSEY 
2 MIn A 


poration, executed by all the stockholders | ¢horanf. which eaaid consent and the record | o¢ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file whom these presents may com 





























































































































a duly executed and attested consent 7 
: thereof, which said consent and the record | a¢ + rae : t 
in Bee 7 ls to the dissolution of said cor- = sd he nroceedings aforesaid are now on file {in my satd office as provided by law. Greetin “40D 
poration, executed by all the stockholders = peng payee glace Sige read on file | in my sald office ae nrovided hy law IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I WHERCAS. It appears to my satisfactist eis g 
thereof, which said consent and the record IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHFEREOF. 1 have hereto set my hand and af-| ny duly authenticated record of the proce ——Pr of 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file cave Mandts aat aay Skea and et: have hereto set my band and ef fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | ings for the voluntary dissolution ther pF 
in my said office as provided by law. fixed my official seal, at Trenton. ee Nee an ee this Twenty-ffth day of  May.|hy the unanimous consent of the stock 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, RY this Twenty-third day of May,| ea this kibamggrt , a a sie (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and/ holders. denosited in mv office 
have hereto set my hand and af- | (g.9)) 4D nusa ied te ane onecand nine honde sixty BAY OIL TERMIN Al 
Sued my officizl seal. at Trenton. on pom ao - er aie eM I PATTEN EDWARD J. PATTEN. a corporation of this Stat 
Twenty-third day of Mar. EDWARD J. PATTEN. | ioe. siee a a oo " fice is situated at No. 24 Com: 
S+a A D. . one thousand nine hundred and Secretary wf State. ORE eee eee la i $01.60 L.J.—June 2. 9, $21.60 15, the City of Newark, Counts 
EDWARD J. PATTEN poked ches ” $28.35 | mre ox State of “New Jersey (Ber: 
$ S | Dated: May 19, 1960] being the agent therein and in 
Secretary of State. i "Ss S 4) Ss G Ss u whom process may 
* 6 16 3 28.35 STATE OF NEW Y SHERIFF’S SALF ESTATE OF OSCAR GLASS, deceased. pon « 
ne 2, 9, 16 $ ee ot : eer | SUPERIOR (CHAN.) D-110 Pursuant to the order of DAVID H./ complied with fhe requirements 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION SUPERIOR COTRT OF NEW JERSEY, | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, peggy — ace ta 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY To ali to whom these presents may come. CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY. | this day made on the application of the pe thie Goshen oF Daw 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE Greeting: DOCKET NO. F-1698-59—Between Walnnt | undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, |” = cate 
_ GERTIFIGATE OF DISSOLUTION WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. | Realty Company, & corporation of New | notice is hereby given to the creditors of | ast. of the State of New Je 
To oll te whom these presente mey come. | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | Jersey. Plaintiff, and Nomis Realty Corpora- = —. jp > —. Certify that the eaid corporat 
G : ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | tion. a corporation of New Jersey, et als.. | under oath or affirmation, elr ¢ of ¥ 
WHEREAS, I¢ appears to my catiataction. by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | defendants. Execution. For sale of mort.| demands against the estate of sald deceased | Twenty-seventh day of May, 1 
by duly authenticated record of the proeeed. | bolders. deposited in my office that gaged premises within six months frem this date, or they on S. duly action 
‘ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof BEMAN - ASBURY, INC. y virtue of the above stated writ of} will be forever barred from prosecuting or herta a - Sa ee 
by the unanimous Rag of all the steck- n of this State, whose principal | exeention, to me directed, I shall expose | recovering the same against the subscriber. thereof. which said consent and 
holders. deposited that ated at No. 80 Mulberry Street, | for sale by publ Z ANNA GLASS er ec = 5 
“BEMAN 8 LTT. INC. Bs Ae >| for sale ¥ public vendue, in Room B-16, of the proceedings aforesaid ate now 0 x 
tb i of Newark, County of Essex, | at the Conrt Honse. in Newark. on Tuesday, | WIDMARK & GOLDBERG, Attorneys 4 id office as provided by law . Joe 
& rp is State, whose pri incipal St rsey (Richard F. Kessler, | the 28th day of Inne. next. at 1:30 P. M.|10 Commerce Court nee aN “TESTIMONY Ww 2EOF Rted Stat, 
s being the axent therein and an chasne therest (prevailing time). all the following tract i yt Si x. ee bave hereto set my ! 
upon whom process may served). has and premises hereinafter —May 26, June 2, 9, 16, 2 fixed my official sea e 
Sta é r complied with the requirements of Title 14 Reel Staats tein thie Pi nage } ‘ate 
being the agent therein ane soll to coon thereat. | Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes | hoi ac ar decane tae ee NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR ‘oun Lh a kee 8 
taco es Bie aire of New Jersey. preliminary to the tssuin: | Now qorees honnded ae fallowes de CHANGE OF NAME ” aaa i ; 
complied with the requirements of Title - of this Certificate of Dissolution. REGIN oO at th pod ea S Ae oe ita TAKE NOTICE that the Undersigned will EN ns4 
Glereereth Gea - Statotes NOW. THEREFORE. I EGINNING at the southeasterly corner pen FDWARD J. PATTE? Dep 
nore tions. neral. of . NOW. ¥ ORE. I, the Secretary of | .¢ Orchard and East Kinney street: thence | make application to the Essex County Court, Rerretary of State fe 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesuing | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby ; Court House, Newark, N Jer J war $2: 9 ape 
of this Certificate of Dissolution Corti ity that the sai d corporation id, onthe | Ting (1) south “22 “desrees’ 85 mules 30, 1960, at 10 o'clock in the forenoon for | /-J-—June 9. 16. 23 : 
i * ag Aen . 2 gee i est along the easte line f chard | *™, ~° i N — a = 
sane at by ogee Rdg yd in Bice oly d me ae went t 144 cet and 3 me as of 7 sti a judgment to assume the name of Brenda i? 
t t | my du Cu ~ >rri - 
Certity _ bat the said corperstion did. on the bey ee = executed a wttested pas to the northerly line of Scott street ; thence Ann Merritt. vay - TAKE NOTICE that the 
Sao he oe oe oe al to the dissolution of said cor-| 2) along same soath 87 deatces 58 minnte RELL BRENDA ANN MERATOHSIE ae ki eon oC 
e N in it execnt by 1 lder - ai © ss c ea 3ELL AD wa) oa) o he <se at 
Ere a duly executed and attested consent | ich Said consent and the record | ®2St 120 feet: thence (3) north 22 degrees 380 iota ar” Newark, New Jerses waite? 
im writing to the disselation of said cor- | of roceedings aforesaid are now on file |> minutes east 43 feet and 4-tenths of 2/52: Orange. New Jersey 1960 at 10:00 A.M. for a jndzment sar ; 
poration, erecoted by all the stockbolders | in my oaid fice as provided br law foot: thence (4) north 67 degrees 31 min- he eee 2 9. 18 $9.45 | ing Daryl Glen Bodewaldt. ‘nfent DP me 
thereof. which eaid consent and the recor’ IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1/| tes west being parallel with East Kinney | = 9, 16, 23 : the nee of Daryl Glen Morel! acd >™ Lb 
} sceadings aforesaid are now on file | Leve hereto set my hand and af- | street 84 feet and 57 Rendanates of a foot: NOTICE Marie Bodewaldt to assur naz spo, 
offe rovided b } fred i ’ thence (5) north 22 degrees 45 minutes east = = . “ey se 7.8? i 
fy StEstIONY  WHERBOF, 1 this, “Twentp third sday of May, | 100 fect to the southerly line of East Kinney |TQ.WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: ee ee a 
have berete set my hand and af- | (Sea! A.D.. one thousand nine hundred | street: and thence (6) along the same north Notice is hereby given that I shall apply Dary! Gle 
fred my official geal. at Trento: | pte 87 decrees 31 minutes west 35 feet and 29}19 the Essex County Court. at the Court by: Rose 
this = ff Maer : > J. PATTEN : of a foot to the place of House, at Newark, New Jersey on the 23rd 
ee See. eee ry of 8 > eee ‘a ‘ * | day of June, 1960, for an Order to authorize 
Ses L _ one thousand nine bondred ary of State. re GINNING. PATRICIA ANN CORTESE to assume other 
and sixty 3 =, 9. 16, 2 $25.35 | Being commonly known as 31-33 E. Kinney | names, to wit: PATRICIA ANN INSABELLA. 
WARD J. PATTEN — | street and 68 Orchard street. Newark, N. J. Ar 
Secretary af imate SS ee essa ge gg ts ord PATRICIA ANN CORTESE 
ve: ary of Bt eins | e approximate amount of udgment S41 Sanford Avenue 
; 2 to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of ark. New Jersey 











































Nineteen Thousand One Hundred and Thirty- ! p 
Two Dollars and Ninety-Six Cents ($19.- PHILIP INSABELLA, mrvomney 
132.96), together with the costs of this sale. Newark 2. New Jersey 
Newark, N. J.. May 23, 1960 DATED: May 12. 1960 
NEIL G. DUFFY, Sherif. L.J.—May 26. June 2. 9. 16 
MeGlynn, Stein & McGlynn, Attorneys. 
detiiestalinedieniince ee NOTICE OF HEARING 
TAKE NOTICE that the n v deceased sims 6 
TAKE NOTICE that I will apply to the/ apply to the Essex County Court 1e f under oath or affirmation ieee 
unty Court on June 30, 1960, at/ day of June 1960 at ten o’clock in the fore- | demands against the «s - o 4 
. at the Courthouse in Newark, N.J./ noon, at the Court House in the City of | within six months from a 
judgment authorizing Daniel Hoff-| Newark and State of New Jersey, for a! will be forever barre rose hey 
. an infant, to assume the name of/ judgment authorizi him to assume the | recovering the same 8 : 
INSTITUTION el Piegaro name of ROBERT BENJ 4 MIN BRANDT. JOSEPH B 
HOM A = ROCCO PIEGARO, Guardian ad tem | ROBERT BENJAMIN SCHWARTZ MANTEL FI 
M rey ROM Morris Masor, Attorney | KESSLER, KESSLER & HAREBINGTON HERMAN GOLDEN, Att 3 . a a 
we = . Br = ~ 24 Branford Place 80 Mulberry Street 744 Broad Street < 
te . Newark 2. NJ Newark 2, N.J. . | Newark 2, New Jersey | Newark 2. N. J 
L.J.—J ine $ : 7 L.J.—June 2, 9, 16, 23 $8.19) L.J.—June 2, 9, 16,. 23 $9.45 | L.J.—June 2. 9, 16, 2 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





sTATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ro oll %0 whom these presents may come, 
“Greeting ¢ 
AS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
WHERES" snticated record of the 









 iotor the voluntary dissolution thereof 
: — unanimous consent of all the stock- 
el eposited in my office that 
reiders. 595 BROTHERS REALTY ©O. INC 
x ration of this State, whose principal 
TPs situated at No. 534 East Front 
» City of Plainfield, © of 





State of New Jersey (H. 
being the agent therein and 
{, upon whom process may be served), 
ed with the requirements of Title 
General, of Revised Stat- 
sey, preliminary to the 
Certiticate of Dissolution. 
*k ow. “THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
{ the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did. 
day of June, 1960, fil in 
july executed and attested consent 
ng to the dissolution of said cor- 
on, executed by all the stockholders 
eof, which said consent and the record 
rhe proceedings aforesaid — — on file 
. mr said office as prov ided 
7 IN LESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
hereto set my hand and af- 


ons, 
















tN 




















have 
fixed my Official seal. at Trenton. 
this Sixth day of June 
Sea A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
nd sixty 
aiwaRD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
ne 9, 16, 3 21.60 
_ fects 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-114 
COURT OF ‘EW JERSEY, 
4 DIVISION, E X COUNTY 
Zi DOCKET NO. F 1676-59 
Samuel B. Lesser, Lionel L 
i Herman L. Cohen, par s 









Jaykell Associates, s 
Holding Corp., a New Jersey 
, et als., Defendants. EXECU- 
>» of Mortgaged Premises 


intl 








of the above stated writ 
to me directed, I shall expose 
Public Vendue, in Room B-16, 
in Newark, on Tues 
day of July, next, at 1:30 p.m 
me), all the following tracts 
land and premises hereinafter 
jescribed, situate, lying and 

City of Newark, Essex Co 
or so much of the same as 


and necessary for the pur- 
Beginning in the 
yn Street at a point 


Easterly 


TR ACT: 
Hl therein 


jlo 











ndred and twenty-nine feet 
-s southerly from the southerly 
rly Avenue; thence easterly at 
» Hunterdon Street one hundred 
thence southerly parallel wita 
eet twenty-five feet; thence 


ht angles to Hunterdon Street 
and five feet to Hun 
uce northerly 
to the plece of i 
5, Block R, Map of 









ACT: Beginning in the 
nterdon Street at a point 
four hundred and fifty-four feet f 
from the southerly line of 
thence easterly 
terdon Street one hundrec 
nee southerly parallel 
twenty-five feet; 
angles 


east- 


dis- 


















t and thence norther!; 
feet to place of Beg 
4, Block R., on Map 


and designated 

Newark, New 
2 amount of the nent 
said sale is the sum of 
‘ive Hundred and Sixty 
Fifty-six Cents ($11,562 
with the costs of this sale. 
May 31, 1960. 

NEIL G. DUFFY, 
ers and Lesser, 


r 6 92 2 
ine iv, 23, dU 


as 
Je 
Jud 


y 














ITED STATES 
THE DISTRICT OF 

tice of Petition No. 
y, for exemption 

ty filed May 
that Sigvald 
Trawler ANNA, 
Title 46, 

U.8.C.A., 
right to exoner 
liability for clair 
ston s act in 





NEW 











Hu 





prov ided in 





Court Admiralty Ku 
this Court, at t 
(Camden, New Jers 
to the petitioner's proct 
ner, Hunt and tead, 
Camden, New Jers a 





1, 1960 or ief 
not required 
to contest 
4 an answer 
by Supreme 
i serve on 





is 





the 





a copy. Jose 

rshal, ist 

23, su $24.57 
SLATE OF NEW JERSEY 


VEPARLMENT OF STATE 
aalib SATE UF DIssuLUTIUN 
chom these pi esents may cume 


avpears to my satisfaction 
ated record of the proceed- 
foluntary dissolution 
Consent of all 


i ELECTRONIOS 
ES C©U., INC. 
S State, whose principal 
No. 27 Hudson Bivd., 
none, County of Hudson, 
(Harold G. Th D 
in and iu charge thereof. 
may be served). 
°* requirements of Title 
eral, of Revised Statutes 
liminary to the 
of Dissolution. 
RE, I, the Secretary of 
~~ New Jersey. Do Hereby 











« 





MM psor 


bas 





jesuing 


Toceed ings aforesaid are now on file 












ie * fice as provided by law. 
cave SESTIMONY WHEREOF, | 
a — to set my hand 
— a official seal. at 

Ma a ‘i teenth day of May, 
Rixty thousand mine bundred and | 
EDWARD J PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 


7 16 $21.60 








494-496 | 


DISTRICT | 



















jm 
| 
lc 
| 
| 
| 
| 


said corporation did. on the | 
° fay, 1960, file in my] 
ited and attested consent 
€ dissolution of said cor- 
ted by all the ie gece 
Said consent and the record 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To pd to whom these presenta may come, 


io: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
LAND = IEW. INC. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 140 Roseville Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Mrs. Josephine Troen- 
dle, being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporatoins, General, of Revised Stat- 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
ing of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of May, 1960, tile in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 








WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of all 
olders, deposited in my office that 

NEW BRUNSWICK CHEMICAL COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 2033 McCarter High- 
way, in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Oscar F. Muller, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
| complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
| Corporations, General. of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of May, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, |! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 


of the proceed- 
thereof 
the stock- 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-fourth day of May, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
| and sixty. 
| EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

L.J.—June 9, 16, 23 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| To all to whom these presents may come 
| Greeting: 
| 
| 





this Twenty-sixth day of May, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 

and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 

Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 9, 16, 23 $21.60 

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 

CHANCERY DIVISION - ESSEX COUNTY 





(Docket No. F 21 


19 
to HARRY 




































































(L.S.) STATE OF NEW JE RSEY 
STEINBACH 
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED ANI 
REQ IRED to serve upon Samuel Dreskin 
plaintiff's attorney, whoSe address is +744 
Broad Street, Newark, New Jersey, an an- 
swer to the complaint filed i F 
in which the Newark Fede 
Loan A ation, a Savings and L« 
iation anized and existing under th 
ited States of America, is plaintiff, 
€. Mercuro and Robert Mercuro 
Mollie Poleshuck, Executrix 
Will and Testament of Maur- 
trading as 
C , Factors and Note 
ration of New Jersey, 
1ited States of America, 


Planet Plating Company, 
of New Jersey, Metropo 
New J ey ¢ 


1c., a 





vidual 
Hi 


indi 
Ziering and 
fendants pending 
. Jersey, 





t may be rendered agai 
de puanded in the com 
r er and 





faul 





foreclosin 
1954 made 






Harry Steinbach, 























jt the hol 
| ¢ ered i he Essex Cou 
6-493 against the de 
ro and Betty Mercuro and another. 
June 2 1960 
Ke 
Cle ‘ 
J June 9 $44.10 








STATE OU: NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 


| 
| 


It appears to my satisfaction, 







by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
| bs the unanimous consent of all the etock- 
olders. deposited in my office that 
| THOMAS WOOD & SONS INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ted at No. 12-14 Mi dland Ave- 
Town of Mont County of 








Es » of New Jersey (Macy A. Wood 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
|} of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
| State of the State of New Jersey. 
| Certify that the said —. wep 

Third day of June 1960 

‘ce a du executed and att 

} in writing a the dissolution of said cor- 
ration, executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


of 


Do Hereb; 
on thy 


my 


ested cor 











he 





|} in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 
| have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Third day f Ju 
(Seal) A D., one thousand nine henived 
| and eixty 


EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 


June 9 16, 23 $21.60 


I 


SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN.) D-107 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 

CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY, 
DOCKET #F-1496-59 Between Charles 
F. Snover, et als., plaintiffs, and Helen 
Alexander, now known as Helen Alexander 
Reed, et al., defendants. Execution for sale 
of Mortgaged Premises. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
Execution to me directed, I shall expose for 
Sale by Public Vendue, in Room B-16 at 
the Court House, in Newark, on Tuesday, 
the 2lst day of June, next, at 1:30 P.M. 


(prevailing time), all the following tract or 
parcel of land and premises hereinafter 
particularly described, situate, lying and 


being in the City of 

New Jersey. 
BEGINNING in the easterly line of Broad 

street at a point therein distant one hundred 


Newark, Essex County, 


and seventy-five feet southerly from the 
southeasterly corner of Broad and Clark 
(formerly called Parker Street) streets 
thence running at right angles from Broad 
street easterly one hundred feet more or 
less to Reuben D. Baldwin’s line; thence 
along the same parallel with Broad street 
southerly twenty-five feet; thence at right 


angles to Broad street westerly one hundred 


feet to the easterly line of Broad street 
and thence along the same northerly twenty- 
five feet to the place of BEGINNING 





286 Broad 





Being comm< known as 
street, Newark, New Jersey. 

The approximate amount of the judgment 
to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of 
Five Thousand Three Hundred and Seventy- 
seven Dollars and Sixty-Five Cents ($5,377- 
-65), together with the costs of this sale. 

Newark, N.J., May 16, 1960. 

NEILL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 


Charles F. Snover, Attorney 
‘ 









L.J.—May 26, June 2, 9, 16 $30.24 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-106 

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 

CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY, 
DOCKET #F-1529-59 —— Between Charles 
F. Snover, et al Plaintiffs, and Helen 
Alexander, now known as Helen Alexander 
Reed, et als., Defendants. Execution. For 
sale of mortgaged premises 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
execution, to me directed, I shall expose 
for sale by public vendue in Room B-16 at 
the Court House Newark, on Tuesday, 
the 2lst day of June, next, at 1:30 P.M. 
(prevailing time), all the following tract 
or parcel of land and the premises herein- 
after particularly described, situate, lying 
and being in the City of Newark, Essex 
County, New Jersey 


BEGINNING on the westerly side of Broad 
Street at a point therein distant two hundred 
of a foot 





and forty-two one hundredths 

(240.42) southerly m the southerly line 
of Clark Street by actual measurement this 
beginning point being described in former 
title deeds as two hundred and forty-one 
(241) feet southerly from Parker Street 
(now Clark Street) and as the north-easterly 
corner of a lot heretofore conveyed by 


Thomas Stephens to Martin Bargin (or Ber- 







gin); running thence north eighty-three (83) 
degrees three (3) minutes west along the 
northerly line of said Bargin’s (or Bergin's) 
lot one hundred twenty-nine (129) feet to 
the rear of a lot now or lately of Lawrence 
Brady; thence along the land now or late 
of said Brady and John Tobin, north five 
(5) degrees fifteen (15) minutes west twen- 
ty-five (25) feet four and three quarters 
(4—3/4) inches; thence south eighty-five 
(85) degrees three $) minutes east, one 
hundred thirty-thr 133) feet, three (3) 
inches to the we ine of Broad Street 
and thence along ame south four (4) 
degrees twenty-thr 23) minutes west 


point and place 





twenty-five (25) 























of BEGINNING. 
Being commonly wn as #289 Broad 
Street, Newark, N 
The approximate the judgment 
to be satisfied by is the sum of 
five thousand one and twenty-two 
dollars and seven s ($5,122.17), 
together with the s of thi 8 le. 
Newark, N. J May 16, 1960 
NEIL DUFFY, Sheri 
CHARLES SNOVER, Attorney 
L.J.—May 26, June 2, 9. 16 $39.69 
STATrE OF NEW JE pane Y 
DEPARTMENT OF ST 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 


It appears to my satisfaction. 
rec of the proceed- 


WHEREAS, 
by duly authenticated 


ord 








ings for the volun dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous of all the stock- 
holders, deposited »fice that 
OXO (”) 

a corpora f tl S principal 
office is ated N George 
Avenue ie City f L , County of 
Union, State of New Jé j Dick Cohen, 





being the agent therein and in charge thereot 















upon whom process may be served), has 
comuned with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, Ge of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, D inary to the issuing 





of this Certificate of D issolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said a did, on the 
Thirty-first day of } 1960, file in my 
office a duly execu tested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 








in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official _ at Trenton. 
this Thirty-tirst j of May, 

(Seal) ADis one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J June 9, 16, 2 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DE PARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS. 
by duly authenticated 


It appears to my satisfaction 
record of the proceed- 
thereof 












ings for the vol dissolution 
by the unanimous f all the stock- 
holders, deposited 
EMPIRE INDUS 

-orporation of this St al 
office is situa tec at N 
in the Pass 
State de 





being the age nt the id in charge Psonic 





upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title J4 
Corporations, General yf Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of ssolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
T 7 day file in my 





ested consent 





duly execut 
in writing to the di ion of said cor- 
poration, executed by the stockholders 
thereof. which said and the record 


f the proceedings af are now on file 








in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
} fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
1is Thirty st day of Mary. 
|} (Seal) A.D. one thousand nine hundred 
| and sixt 
| EDWARD J PATTEN. 
Secretary of Stat 
7-7 June 9, I 93 $21.60 


| Dykes A 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting 


WHERBAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the steck- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

“““MHASS INVESTMENT Cv. 

a corporation of this State, whose principai 
office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Peter Kay, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with” the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, Generali, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New "Jereey, Do Hereby 
Oertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Second day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my eaid office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Second day of June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 9, 16, 23 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may com. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the — consent of all the stock- 
holders. depos in my office that 

RUBB En FAPRICATORS, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. Room 616, 60 Park 
Place, in the City of Newark, County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Joseph Bigel, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be seryed). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-seventh day of May, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which eaid consent and the recerd 
of the proceedings aforesaid are = on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-seventh day of May, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 9, 16, 23 $21.60 





SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION - COUNTY 
(I 


to FIRST 


(L.8S.) STATE OF “NEW JERSEY 
MA a corpor- 


AGEMENT OORPORATION, 
ion of New York: 

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED AND 

REQUIRED to serve upon Samuel Dreskin, 
plaintiff's attorney whose address is 744 
Broad Street, Newark, New Jersey, an 
answer to the complaint filed in a _ civil 
action, in which the Newark Federal Savings 
and Loan Association, A Savings and Loan 
Association organized and existing under 
the laws of the United States of America, 
is plaintiff, and Fletcher Wiliams and Ber- 
nice Williams, his wife, First Management 
Corporation, a corporation of New York, 
3rookins, Semel & Co. a corpora- 
tion of New Jersey, County of Essex and 
Emily Decosmo, are defendants pending in 
the Superior Court of New Jersey, Chancery 
Division, wi ithi n 35 days after June 16, ex- 
elusive h date. If you fail to do so, 
judgmen it by ‘defaul t may be rendered against 
you for the relief demanded in the complaint. 
b 4 shall file your answer and proof of ser- 
vi in duplicate with the Clerk of the Sup- 
erior Court, State House, Trenton, New 
Jersey, in accordance with the rules of civil 
tice ¢ 




















instituted the 
foreclosing a mortgage dated 
ade by Fletcher Williams 
ams, his wife, as mort- 
pong payable to the Newark Federal Sav- 
ings and Association, a Savings and 
Loan Association organized and existing 
under the laws of the United States of 
America, recorded in Book 3415 page 474 in 
Essex County, and (2) to recover possession 
of, and concerns, premises commonly known 
as #214 No. Maple Avenue, East Orange, 
New Jersey. 

You, First Management 
corporation of New York, 
dant because you are the 
mortgage made by Fletcher Williams and 
Bernice Williams, his wife, to Lawrence 
Semel, dated August 14, 1956 and recorded 
August 20, 1956 in Book 3416 page 125 
which mortgage was assigned Septem 
ber 14, 1957 to you by assignment dated 
September 14, 1957 and recorded Septem- 
ber 27, 1957 in Book 403 page 127 of 
Assignments of Mortgage. 

Dated: May 19, 1960 

I. GRANT SCOTT 

Clerk of the Superior Court 
‘May 26, June 2, 9, 16 


for 





purpose 1) 
-: gust 14, 1956 


nd Bernice W 












Corporation, a 
are made defen 
assignee of a 





on 


L.J $42.84 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders, deposited in my office that 
PAULINE C. YOST, INC 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 219 Walnut Street, 

in the Town of Montclair, County of Essex, 

State of New Jerse (Beatrice Y. Frazee, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
fin my said office as provided by law. 

IN ONY WHERBPOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this First day of June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
pet of State. 
L.J.—June 9, 16, 23 £21.60 


STATE OF NEW JEKSBY 
DEPARTMENT OF sLAlk 
CERLIPICATE UF DISSULU'TLIUN 
To ait to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEKEAS, Lt appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of tue proceeu- 
ings for the voluntary dissolutivun tuerevi 
by the unanimous Pg of =. stock 
holders, deposited in office th 
BEACH HAVEN CORE. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 


State of New Jersey (Max Druz, being 
the agent therein and in charge thereoi, 
ubvR Whom process may be served), lids 


culnplied with the requirements of ‘Litie 14. 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
vt New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
vf this Certincate of Dissolution. 

NUW, THEKEFORE, |, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Vo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporatiun did. on tie 
Twenty-sixth day of May, 1960, file iu 
my oltice a duly executed aud attested cousent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
boration, executed by all the stockuo.urrs 
thereof, which said consent and the recoru 
of the proceedings aforesaid are = on le 
in my said office as provided by 
1N TESTIMONY WHEKEOF, 1 

have hereto set my hand and al- 
fixed my official seal, at ‘Trenton. 





this Twenty-sixth day of May, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bunu: 
aud sixty. 
KUDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 2, 9, 16 $21.60 
Dated: May 9, 1960 
ESTATE OF MADGE IRENE EBERT, 
decea 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 


this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
Within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
mati. the same against tue Subscriber. 
JRNAKD FREEDMAN 
KOEHLER. AUGENBLICK & FREEDMAN, 
Attorneys 
17 Academy Street 
Newark 2, 


L.J.—May 19. 26, June 2, 9, 16 





SIATE OF NEW JEKSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTLON 
lo att to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
inge for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

1214 FOOTHILL WAY OORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1007 Springtield Ave- 
ot 


nue, in the Town of Irvington, County 
kssex, State of New Jersey (Natian RK. 
Gechtman, being the agent therein and 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 


served), bas compiied with the require 








f Title 14, Corporations, General, 
vised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
to the issuing of this Certificate of Dissvlu 


tion 
NUW THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Vu Hereby 
Certlly that the said corporativu uid, vu the 
Thirty-+tirst day of May, i¥6u, ule wy 
office a duly executed and attested 
in writing WwW the dissolutivg of sai cor- 
poration, executed by ali the stovkdolders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMUNY WHEREVOF, 1 
bave hereto set my band and af- 
fixed my official eeai, at Trenton, 
this Thirty-tirst day f 


cunsent 


May 





(Seal) A.v one thousand oine Sundred 
and sixty. 
ELWAKDL J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—June ¥, 16, 23 


| 
}e 





SPATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTIUN 
ais to whom these presents may com 

Greeting: 
WHEKEAS., 


To 


lt appears to my satisfactiwa 














by duly authenticated record of r 

ings for the voluntary dissulution tbere 

by the unanimous consent of ali the stows 

boiders, deposited ia y office that 
DALCARR, 1 

a corporation of this State, 

office is situated at 19 

the Town of Blox 

State of New 








being the agent therein and in charge t 
upon whom process may be served 
complied with the requirements of Tit 
Corporations, General. of Kevised 3 
of New Jersey, brel imisary to the 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation d >a 


188ulng 


¢ 
of 










Twenty-fifth day of May, 1 

office a duly executed and 

in writing to the dissolution 

poration, executed by all 

thereof. which said consent 

of the proceedings afores 

in my said office as provided la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed dl } seal. at Trenton 
this Tw f 

(Seal) A.D = > crn 
and si 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
rag ae ee of State. 

L.J June 2, 6 $21.60 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come 
Greeting : 

WHEREAS. 
by duly authenticated record of 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of al 


It appears to my satisfact 
the proceed- 
thereof 















ent therein and in ct 
npon whom rocess may be 
complied with the requirements of 
Corporations. Genera f Re 


of New Jersey. preliminary 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW THEREFORE I. the Secretary o 








State of the State of New Jersey. Do H 
Certify that the aa id corporation did 

Twenty jay of May, 1960 gn my 
office a duly executed a test ed co nsent 
in writing to the diss of aald cor 
poration, executed by all the coocknulaom 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Gle 


'n my said office as provided by law 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day of Mayr, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
nar A State. 
= ~ 2 $21.60 
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See Rate Spread Narrowing Between F.H.A,-V.A. 


And Conventional Mortgages arr 


Chicago (ACCN) — The easing 
in the tight mortgage market, 
for which faint signs were visible 
last fall, is now an accomplished 


| 


fact and the trend toward more | 


available funds for home con- 
struction promises to continue 
well into the summer, according 
to the quarterly economic report 
of the Mortgage Bankers Associ- 
ation of America. 

Greater willingness of institu- 
tional investors to make advance 
commitments, their less rigid se- 
lectivity in purchasing loans and 
some shading of discounts on 


FHA insured and VA guaranteed | 


mortgages characterize the pres- 
ent relaxation in the mortgage 
money market, the report adds. 

“The spread between the yields 
on insured and guaranteed mort- 
gages and conventional mort- 
gage interest rates seems to be 
narrowing. This suggests that a 
confident investment market is 
placing less and less value on 
the mortgage insurance as such, 
and is relying on the insurance 
system simply as a means for 
effectuating a national mort- 
gage market — the main pur- 
pose for which FHA was initially 
designed. 

“In other words, irrespective 
of Congressional resistance to 
the idea, we are getting back to 
the original concept of FHA as 
an instrumentality for broaden- 


ing the mortgage market geo- 
graphically and socially, rather 
than as a means for establishing 
price controls on money. 

What we have learned — or 
should have learned — is that, 


while FHA can help to diminish 


|regional differences in mortgage 


interest rates, it has little if any 
influence on them relative to 
those on competing forms of in- 
vestment. 

“With, it is hoped, full recog- 
nition given to the inevitable ex- 
posure of mortgage financing to 
the forces of the market, the 
events of 1959 strongly suggest 
that the efforts of those con- 
cerned with the maintenance of 
a healthy mortgage market 
should be primarily directed to 
the maintenance of healthy con- 
ditions in the financial market 
generally, rather than to the in- 
vention of devices hopefully in- 
tended to keep mortgage bor- 
rowing in a sheltered area apart 
from the rest.” 

Looking ahead to the future, 


the report concludes that con- | 


ditions could change fast to cloud 
the market again. 

“The issue is how to prevent a 
repetition of the conditions that 
so adversely affected mortgage 
activity in the latter part of 1959. 
If the Congress refuses to give 
the Treasury the flexibility need- 
ed in managing the public debt; 
if, consequently, it is forced to 
raid the private savings institu- 
tions as it did last October; if 
the distortions in the short-term 
area reduce confidence in the 
dollar and force a stiffening of 
[Federal] Reserve attitudes, then 
the presently favorable outlook 
for mortgages might again be 
clouded. These are the kinds of 
issues with which the mortgage 
industry must concern itself.” 
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New and already in demand, 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices. 


The Approved, Compact All-State 


UNICORP 


Self-Contained 
COMPLETE {J BOOK CORPORATE OUTFIT 
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FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 
























3 DIFFERENT 
OUTFITS 
STARTING AT 


$15.00 








* Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 
Printed Minutes $1.00 


the Unicorp completely integrated 


Judges Find Robes Are 


| Meaningful Symbols 
| 
CHICAGO (ACCNS)—Califor- 


nit and Wisconsin judges now 
must wear robes at trials, 


ports. 
Though some judges still object, 


order have changed their minds. 
One of the early critics of robe- 
| wearing admitted: 

“I feel entirely different now 
| that I have seen the effect a robe 
| has in court. I have learned that 
| 





the robe is extremely meaning- 


ful in the trial of cases involving | 


| juveniles and adult criminal de- 
fendants. It has convinced me 
that it is a necessary symbol in 
the administration of justice.” 


Announcement 





Louis Levy and John J. McClos- 
key, surviving members of the 
| firm of Levy, Fenster & McClos- 
key and Howard I. Schlesinger, 
Marvin K. Schlesinger and Saul 
Tischler, formerly associated with 
the firm, have formed a coy gel F 
ship under the firm name of Levy, 
McCloskey, Schlesinger & Tisch- | 
ler with offices at 868 Broad St., 
Newark. Edward Schwoerer, Na- 
than N. Naiman, Milton M. Breit- 
|}man and Abraham Durst will con- 
|tinue to be associated with the 
new firm. 


Essex Weekly Call 





SUPERIOR COTRT AND 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
WEEKLY C ALL 
JUNE 
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Bankruptcies 





ADHU Realty 


selr 





Ferris P! 
2 O4 assets 
Joseph J 
| ’ ie 

| JOHNSON Harold W., ind. & t/a Somer- 
ville Bo wling Cente F is Place, 
vo assets 
refr. I wseph J 

6-10 
glas V 116 Lenox Av Eas 
v iab. $14.112.91 Ussets 
Lt et solr. James Dk 








the | 
American Judicature Society re-| 


many who strongly opposed the |! 






| practic 




























Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 


fequirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high PALI 


printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 
Write or phone for all necessary data. 


(On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE orice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 
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| CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY; EMPLOYMENT WANTED 


























ATTORNEY ; EXCELLENT Saas | ATTORNEY, N.J. & N.Y THR: 
| or advancement. Minimum 5 years genera! | diversified experience 
i. trial experience. Give detailed resume | with corporate ie; an ** 
| and salary requirement. Box 292 | real estate de at - 
| Box 52 
FIRM WITH LARGE GENERAL PRACTICE | 
| in central Jersey seat requires | ATTORNEY 4 YEARS Npory 
t ie »p law school trial experience—desires posit 
| ili and | Jersey area. Box 355 





tion 











» Box 301. 








LAWYER QUALIFIED TO HANDLE], 

real ate, corporation, briefing and trial | 
»wark law firm State age, 
Box 338. 





| ATTORNEY 


desi position in North Jerse 


res 


ATTORNEY SOME 
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